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New Case Filed-Felony Robert M. Taisey 
Warrant Issued - Arrest Bond amount: 1000000.00 Defendant: Stone, Robert M. Taisey 
Chris Allen 
Case Status Changed: Inactive 
Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment (In Custody) 08/31/201001 :29 PM) 
Robert M. Taisey 
Frank P. Kotyk 
Warrant Returned Defendant: Stone, Christopher Allen 1 Served in Ada Robert M. Taisey 
County 
Case Status Changed: Pending Robert M. Taisey 
Request to Obtain Approval to Video Record, Broadcast or Photograph Robert M. Taisey 
Court Proceedings (arraignment) - GRANTED - Stationary Camera and on 
defendant ONLY 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) held on 08/31/201001 :29 PM: Frank P. Kotyk 
Arraignment 1 First Appearance 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) held on 08/31/201001 :29 PM: Frank P. Kotyk 
Constitutional Rights Warning 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) held on 08/31/201001 :29 PM: Frank P. Kotyk 
Order Appointing Public Defender 
Change Assigned Judge Karen J. Vehlow 
Hearing Scheduled (Preliminary Hearing 09/14/201008:30 AM) Karen J. Vehlow 
PA-Request For Discovery 
PA-Response to Request for Discovery & Notice of Intent to Use I.R.E. 
404(b) Evidence 
PA-Demand For Notice Of Defense Of Alibi 
Notice Of AppearancelNevin 
Invocation of Rights 
Request For Discovery 
Motion to vacate preliminary hearinglOrder coming 
Stipulation for substitution of counsel/Nevin 
Karen J. Vehlow 
Karen J. Vehlow 
Karen J. Vehlow 
Karen J. Vehlow 
Karen J. Vehlow 
Karen J. Vehlow 
Karen J. Vehlow 
Karen J. Vehlow 
Request For Discovery Karen J. Vehlow 
Response to Request for Discovery & Notice of Intent to Use I.R.E. 404(b) Karen J. Vehlow 
Evidence 
Demand For Notice Of Defense Of Alibi 
Order Granting Motion to Vacate Preliminry Hearing 
Hearing result for Preliminary Hearing held on 09/14/2010 08:30 AM: 
Hearing Vacated 
Hearing Scheduled (Preliminary Hearing 10105/2010 10:00 AM) 
PA's First Response For Request For Discovery 
PA's Second Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Stipulation to vacate preliminary hearing 
000001 
Karen J. Vehlow 
Karen J. Vehlow 
Karen J. Vehlow 
Dan C Grober 
Dan C Grober 
Dan C Grober 
Dan C Grober 
Date: 3/7/2012 
Time: 09:25AM 
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Hearing result for Preliminary Hearing held on 10/05/2010 10:00 AM: 
Continued 
Change Assigned Judge 
Hearing Scheduled (Preliminary Hearing 10/26/201010:00 AM) 
Order to continue 
PA 3rd Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Superceding Indictment 
Change Assigned Judge 
Judge 
Dan C Grober 
Karen J. Vehlow 
Karen J. Vehlow 
Dan C Grober 
Karen J. Vehlow 
Court Clerks District (998) 
Renae J. Hoff 
Superceding Warrant Issued - Arrest Bond amount: .00 (Defendant to be Bradly S Ford 
held without Bond) Defendant: Stone, Christopher Allen 
Case Status Changed: Inactive 
Hearing result for Preliminary Hearing held on 10/26/2010 10:00 AM: 
Hearing Vacated 
Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment (In Custody) 10/14/2010 01 :30 PM) 
Renae J. Hoff 
Karen J. Vehlow 
Michael J. Griffin 
PA 4th Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery Renae J. Hoff 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) held on 10/14/201001 :30 PM: Michael J. Griffin 
Arraignment / First Appearance 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) held on 10/14/201001 :30 PM: Michael J. Griffin 
Constitutional Rights Warning 
Hearing Scheduled (Arrn. - District Court 10/22/2010 09:00 AM) Renae J. Hoff 
Warrant Returned Defendant: Stone, Christopher Allen Renae J. Hoff 
Case Status Changed: Pending Renae J. Hoff 
Defendant's Motion for Grand Jury Transcirpt 
Estimated Cost of Transcript 
Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 66402 Dated 10/21/2010 for 297.50) 
Request & Order to Obtain Approval to Video - KBOI 
Hearing result for Arrn. - District Court held on 10/22/201009:00 AM: 
Arraignment / First Appearance 
Hearing result for Arrn. - District Court held on 10/22/2010 09:00 AM: 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Carole Bull 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
pages 
A Plea is Entered for Charge: - NG (118-4001-1 Murder I) 
Hearing Scheduled (Pre Trial 01/04/2011 09:00 AM) 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 05/17/2011 09:00AM) STW 
Notice of Hearing 
Order Granting Defendant's Motion for Grand Jury Transcript 
Amended Order to Produce Grand Jury Transcript 
Transcript Filed (Grand Jury) 
000002 Document sealed 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Date: 3/7/2012 
Time: 09:25AM 
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Bond Converted (Transaction number 4184 dated 11/212010 amount 
297.50) 
PA- Fifth Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Judge 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Ex Parte Motion for Access to Defendant in Canyon County Jail for testing Renae J. Hoff 
by Defense Experts 
Document sealed 
Affidavit of David Z Nevin in Support of Ex Parte Motion for Access to 
Defendant in Canyon County Jail for testing by Defense Experts 
Order Granting Access to Defendant 
Defs Motion for Listing of Juror's Vote 
Defs Second Motion for Grand Jury Transcript 
Order for Preparation of Transcript 
Notice Of Hearing 
Document sealed 
Document sealed 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 12/16/201009:00 AM) Listing of 
Juror's Vote 
Defendant's Response To Request For Discovery 
Motion To Strike State's Notice Of Intent To Use I.R.E. 404(b) Evidence 
Motion For Extension Of Time In Which To File Criminal Pretrial Motions 
Memorandum In Support Of Defendant's Motion To Dismiss Indictment 
Memorandum In Support Of Motion To Suppress 
Defendant's Motion To Dismiss Indictment 
Defendant's Motion To Suppress 
Order granting defendant's second motion for grand jury transcript 
Order granting defendants motion for extension of time in which to file 
criminal pretrial motions 
Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 76403 Dated 12/8/2010 for 163.25) 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
PA- Sixth Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery Renae J. Hoff 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 12/16/201009:00 AM: Hearing Renae J. Hoff 
Vacated Listing of Juror's Vote- Stip to be filed 
Stipulation for listing of juror's vote 
Order for listing of juror's vote 
Transcript Filed (Grand Jury - Opening & Closing) 
Document sealed 
Bond Converted (Transaction number 4696 dated 12/17/2010 amount 
131.75) 
Bond Converted (Transaction number 4697 dated 12/17/2010 amount 
23.00) for copies 
Transcript Bond Exonerated (Amount 8.50) 
PA's Seventh Supplemental Response For Request For Discovery 
000003 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Date: 3/7/2012 
Time: 09:25 AM 
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Prosecuting Attorney's Eighth Supplemental Response To Request For 
Discovery 
Specific Request For Discovery 
Judge 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
District Court Hearing Held Renae J. Hoff 
Court Reporter:Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated:less than 100 pages 
Hearing result for Pre Trial held on 01/04/2011 09:00 AM: Interim Hearing Renae J. Hoff 
Held 
Hearing result for Pre Trial held on 01/04/2011 09:00 AM: Continued 
Hearing result for Jury Trial held on 05/17/2011 09:00 AM: Hearing 
Vacated 
Hearing Scheduled (Pre Trial 02/16/2011 09:00 AM) continued 
motions 
block all day 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 07/13/2011 09:00 AM) 9 day setting 
Notice Of Hearing 
Prosecuting Attorney's Ninth Supplemental Response to Request For 
Discovery 
Amended Notice of intent rule 404(b), I.R.E. evidence 
Supplemental Memorandum in Support of Motion to Dismiss Indictment 
Notice of Response to Plaintiffs Specific Request for Discovery 
Motion to shorten time for hearing and notice of hearing 
Motion to extend time for pretrial motions and notice of hearing 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 01/24/2011 01 :30 PM) Motion to 
Shorten Time 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 01/24/2011 01 :30 PM: Motion 
Granted Motion to Shorten Time 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 01/24/2011 01 :30 PM: District 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Carole Bull 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
pages 
PA 9th Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Objection to Defendant's Motion and Memorandum in Support of the 
Motion to Suppress 
Notice Of Hearing 
Transcript Filed (Interview of Defendant) 
Document sealed 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Court Clerks District (998) 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Stipulation to Vacate and Reset Pre Trial Conference and Motions Hearing Renae J. Hoff 
Order Vacating and Resetting Pretrial Con ference and Motions Hearing 
Hearing result for Pre Trial held on 02/16/2011 09:00 AM: Hearing 
Vacated continued 
motions 
block all day 000004 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Date: 3/7/2012 
Time: 09:25 AM 
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Hearing Scheduled (Pre Trial 04/04/2011 01 :30 PM) Motions Block all Renae J. Hoff 
day 
PA 11th Supplemental Response For Request For Discovery Renae J. Hoff 
Affidavit of David Z Nevin in Support of Exparte Motion for Acess to Def in Renae J. Hoff 
Canyon County Jail by Def Expert 
Document sealed 
Ex Parte Motion for Access to Def in Canyon County Jail by Def Expert 
Document sealed 
Order Granting Access to Defendant 
Document sealed 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
PA's Twelfth Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery Renae J. Hoff 
Request for Summary of Expert Testimony Renae J. Hoff 
Hearing result for Motion to Suppress held on 04/04/2011 01 :30 PM: Renae J. Hoff 
Interim Hearing Held Block 1/2 day 
Hearing result for Pre Trial held on 04/04/2011 01 :30 PM: District Court Renae J. Hoff 
Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Carole Bull 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
pages 
Amended Superseding Indictment Renae J. Hoff 
Motion to Dismiss Withdrawn Renae J. Hoff 
Order of the court regarding pretrial motions Renae J. Hoff 
Hearing Scheduled (Arrn. - District Court 05/11/2011 09:00 AM) amended Renae J. Hoff 
superseding indictment 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 05/11/2011 09:00 AM) continued Renae J. Hoff 
suppression hearing 
PAs Thirteenth Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery Renae J. Hoff 
Hearing result for Arrn. - District Court held on 05/11/2011 09:00 AM: Renae J. Hoff 
Arraignment / First Appearance amended superseding indictment 
Hearing result for Arrn. - District Court held on 05/11/2011 09:00 AM: Renae J. Hoff 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Carole Bull 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: more than 100 
pages 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 05/11/2011 09:00 AM: Interim Renae J. Hoff 
Hearing Held continued suppression hearing 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 09/13/2011 09:00 AM) #2 setting Renae J. Hoff 
Notice of Hearing 
Order RE: Pretrial Motions 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 06/27/2011 01 :30 PM) Hearing for Renae J. Hoff 
Oral Argument 
Pa's Fourteenth Supplemental Response For Request For Discovery 
Pa's Fifteenth Supplemental Response For Request For Discovery 
Transcript Filed - Suppression hrg 4/4/11 & 5/11/11 000005 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Date: 3/7/2012 
Time: 09:25 AM 
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Stipulation of information contained in transcripts volume 1 and 2 
Supplemental Memorandum In Support Of Motion to Suppress 
Statement's 
Acknowledgement of Discovery 
PAs seventh Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Supplemental Response to Request for PAs sixteenth Discovery 
Judge 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Defendant's Specific Request For Discovery Renae J. Hoff 
Response To Motion To Suppress Renae J. Hoff 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 06/29/2011 09:00 AM) Hearing for Renae J. Hoff 
Oral Argument 
PAs Eighteenth Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Amended Notice Of Hearing 
Stipulation to Proceed with Alternate Trial Date 
Pa's Nineteenth Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Order Rescheduling Case for Jury Trial 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Hearing result for Jury Trial scheduled on 07/13/2011 09:00 AM: Hearing Renae J. Hoff 
Vacated 9 day #1 setting; trial to proceed on #2 setting of September 
13-23,2011 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 06/29/2011 09:00 AM: 
Motion Denied, Oral argument & Court's ruling Motion to Suppress 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 06/29/2011 09:00 AM: 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Carole Bull 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
pages 
PAs first Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
PA's Twentieth Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Transcript Filed (Jail Telephone Conversation) 
Second Order of the Court Re: Pretrial Motions 
Hearing Scheduled (Pre Trial 08/26/2011 09:00 AM) Motn in Limine 
Order Denying Defense Motion To Suppress 
Application For Detention Order Under Idaho Code 19-625 
Affidavit For A Warrant Of Detention 
Order Of Detention 
Return To Order 
Defs Motion in Limine and Memorandum in Support 
Defs Second Motion in Limine and Memorandum in Support 
Motion to defense Motion in LIMINE 
Response to Defense Motion in LIMINE and Motion to Admit (b) Evidence 
at trial 
Disclosure of expert Witness pursuant to ICR 16(~(7) 
000006 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Frank P. Kotyk 
Frank P. Kotyk 
Frank P. Kotyk 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Date: 3/7/2012 
Time: 09:25 AM 
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Request for Expert Witness Disclosure Pursuant to ICR 16(c)(4) 
Pa's Second Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
PAs Twenty first Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Defendant's Proposed Jury Instructions 
Pa's Twenty-Second Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Notice of Hearing 
Hearing Held 
Change Plea To Guilty Before HIt 
Judge 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
District Court Hearing Held Renae J. Hoff 
Court Reporter: Carole Bull 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
pages 
Hearing result for Jury Trial scheduled on 09/13/2011 09:00 AM: Hearing Renae J. Hoff 
Vacated 9 day setting 
Hearing result for Pre Trial scheduled on 08/26/2011 09:00 AM: Hearing Renae J. Hoff 
Vacated Motn in Limine 
Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 09/22/2011 09:00 AM) 
Rule 11 Plea Agreement 
Pre-Sentence Investigation Evaluation Ordered 
Sentencing Memorandum 
Media Reguest from Idaho Press Tribune 
Order allowing Cameras in the court room 
Order Allowing Cameras In the Courtroom 
Hearing result for Sentencing scheduled on 09/22/2011 09:00 AM: 
Hearing Held 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Hearing result for SentenCing scheduled on 09/22/2011 09:00 AM: Final Renae J. Hoff 
Judgement, Order Or Decree Entered 
Hearing result for SentenCing scheduled on 09/22/2011 09:00 AM: District Renae J. Hoff 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Carole Bull 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
pages 
Sentenced To Incarceration (118-4001-11 Murder II) Confinement terms: 
Penitentiary determinate: 9 years. Penitentiary indeterminate: 11 years. 
Case Status Changed: closed pending clerk action 
Commitment - Held To Answer 
Judgment & Commitment 
Notice Of Appeal 
Appealed To The Supreme Court 
Restitution Ordered 
Restitution Ordered 5638.05 victim # 1 
S C - Order Conditionally Dismissing Appeal 000007 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Date: 3/7/2012 
Time: 09:25 AM 
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District Court - Canyon County 
ROAReport 
Case: CR-2010-0025149-C Current Judge: Renae J. Hoff 
Defendant: Stone, Christopher Allen 
User: HEIDEMAN 






Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 147238 Dated 11/8/2011 for 300.00)($100.00 Renae J. Hoff 
for Record and $200.00 for Transcript) 
Bond Converted (Transaction number 341 dated 1/31/2012 amount 
193.75) 
000008 
Renae J. Hoff 
CANYON COUNTY SHERIFF 
P.C. AFFIDAVIT/CASE SYNOPSIS 
SHERIFF'S CASE REPORT# CR10-26647 
Date rec'd by PA: _______ By: _______ P.A.'s Case #: __________ _ 
Incident(s): _____________ ---'M=ur~d=er!c..:I~I _______________ _ 
Date of Offense August 29, 2010 Case Officer: ____ C=hr=is=to=p=he=r....;M=cC=0=rm=ic=k:....:5=2"'-9"'"-0 ___ _ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON. 
THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
(ric:' ?~ 
v t /3 0 )'1 
Chris Allen Stone 
PROBABLE CAUSE AFFIDAVIT AND /1. 





I8IS.S.# 0 D.L.# 
State of Idaho, County of Canyon SS. 
Detective Christo her McCormick ,the undersigned, being first duly sworn or oath, deposes and says: 
1. I am a peace officer e ployed by CANYON COUNTY SHERIFF . 
2. I8IThe defendant was arrested on August 30, 2010 at 02:20 AM For the crime of: Murder II 
3. The crime(s) occurred in the County of CANYON, State ofIdaho. 
4. Identified the defendant as : _______ --=::;C=hri=·"'-s "-"A=lle=n"-'S=t=on=e"--______ by: (check Box) 
o Paperwork I8IVerbal ID by defendant 0 Resident Alien I.D. Card 
o Witness identified defendant. -----------------------
o Other -----------------------------------------
5. The crime(s) was committed in my presence. 0 Yes I8INo 
000009 
Page 1 of 4 o IGINAL 
6. I believe that there is probable 
facts: 
that the Defendant committed such ) because of the following 
On 08/29110, at approximately 17:58, Canyon County Sheriffs Deputies were dispatched to 22798 Elsie Street 
in Caldwell in reference to a shooting which had just occurred at that location. The reporting party (later 
identified as Chris Stone) advised he had shot his wife in self defense following an altercation wherein she had 
pulled a knife and stabbed him in the abdomen. 
Once on scene, deputies made contact with Chris outside the residence where he was detained without incident. 
A lifeless female (later identified as Florence Stone) was located a short distance away slumped in the back of a 
mini-van parked in the driveway. She was laying face down in a pool of blood with what appeared to be two 
gunshot wounds to the back of her head. Florence was subsequently pronounced dead at the scene and Chris 
transported to Saint Alphonsus Regional Medical Center in Boise due to the extent of his injuries. 
Chris was interviewed at Saint Alphonsus regarding the events leading up to the shooting. Though not in 
custody, he was advised of his Miranda Rights to which he indicated he understood. Chris told investigators he 
and Florence were going through an ugly divorce and she had come over to his house to collect the last of her 
belongings as per the divorce decree. Chris stated as she was loading the items into her van, Florence at some 
point retrieved a steak knife from the back of the vehicle and thrust it backwards into his abdomen, at which 
point he retrieved his pistol from his front right pocket and fired two rounds into the back of her neck in self 
defense. Following the assault, Chris said he walked into his residence and immediately called 911 to report the 
incident. 
When inconsistencies with this story and the evidence presented were addressed, Chris eventually changed his 
story and told investigators as Florence was loading items into her van she told him something to the effect of, 
"You're so stupid, don't you know 1 just married you for your green card". According to Chris, this statement 
really set him off, so he pulled out his gun, pointed it at her head and told her, "1 should kill you ... you fucking 
whore" which is when Florence retrieved a steak style knife from the rear floorboard and stuck it into his 
abdomen. This is when Chris said he fired two rounds into her neck. 
000010 
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Citation(s) issued on misdemeanor(s)?D Yes 0 No I8IN/A InCustody? I8IYes 0 No I8IAdult 0 Juvenile 
YES NO How Many? 
A WI1NESS lDENTIFICA nON Ongoing 
Investigation 
B WRITTEN WI1NESS STATEMENT " 
C TAPED ORAL WITNESS STATEMENTS " 
D PHOTOS " 
E AUDIOTAPE " 
F VIDEOTAPE " 
G TECHNICAL I FORENSIC I LAB REpORTS " 
7. IF OFFENSE IS D.U.I. OR D.W.P. ARE THERE PRIOR CONVICTIONS? 0 Yes 0 No 
8. PROPERTY 0 Damaged $ 0 Stolen $ 0 Recovered 0 List attached ----- -------
9. WEAPONS USED? How many? _1_ 181 Seized, Type_--,=,-Sm=it"",h,-"&=-...!W.:...e::.:s::>::s~on=.3,-,,,8,-,c=a1:o.:i;.:::.b=er,-,r:..::;e...:..vo=l,-,-v..:;er,,--
lO.STATEMENTS BY DEFENDANT 0 Written 181 Oral I8ITaped 
Substance of defendant's statement: I lost it when she told me she had only married me for the green 
card, so I pulled my gun out of my pocket, pointed it at her head and 
D Unable to locate defendant o Defendant refuses to be interviewed 
o Defendant may give statement if permitted by legal runsel 
1 L CHARGING RECOMMENDATIONS: Murder II 
12. The following supporting documents are included with full police report: 
D Criminal History 0 Driving History 0 Crime Scene Diagram 0 Evidence & Chain of Custody 
13. 181 PA CONTACTED Who? ________ --=B=ry-'-'an=-T:::...:a::;.L.y=lo~r __________ _ 
Nature of Contact: -----------------------------------------------------------
000011 
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~ 
Date~i: August 30,2010 
to before me on August 30,2010 
My Commission eXP4e~ 
is 
or PERSON AUTHORIZED TO ADMINISTER OATHS 
000012 
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arr 
JOHN T. BUJAK 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County COUlihouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHRISTOPHER A. STONE, 
DOB: 
Defendant. 
STATE OF IDAHO ~ 
rss 
County of Canyon ) 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION 
CASE NO. CR2010- 251Iq-('/ 
CRIMINAL COMPLAINT 
for the crimes of: 
COUNT I - MURDER IN THE SECOND 
DEGREE 
Felony, I.C. 18-4001; 18-4002 & 18-4003(g) 
COUNT I PART II - POSSESSION OF A 
FIREARM AND/OR DEADLY WEAPON 
DURING THE COMMISSION OF A 
CRIME 
Felony,I.C. 19-2520 
PERSONALLY APPEARED Before me this SO day of August, 2010, 
---=&"--yrc,=IIl-'---------'-!(';."-'7"f--t ..... 10''---''(------, of the Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney's Office, 




That the Defendant, Christopher Stone, on or about the 29th day of August, 2010, 
in the County of Canyon, State of Idaho, did willfully, unlawfully, deliberately, and with malice 
aforethought, but without premeditation, kill and murder Florence Stone, a human being, by 
shooting her from which she died. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code, Section 18-4001; 18-4002 & 18-4003(g) 
and against the power, peace and dignity of the State ofIdaho. 
COUNT I PART II 
That the Defendant, Christopher Stone, on or about the 29th day of August, 2010, 
in the County of Canyon, State of Idaho, did use a firearm to-wit: revolver in the commission of 
the crime of murder alleged in Count I by using the firearm to shoot Florence Stone. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code, Section 19-2520 and against the power, 
peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
Said Complainant therefore prays that a Warrant be issued for the arrest of the 
above named Defendant, and that he may be dealt with according to law. 







JOHN T. BUJAK 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
AUG 3 1 20tO 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
M BUSH, DEPUTY 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 




CASE NO. CR2010- 25/49 - G 
WARRANT OF ARREST 
TO ANY SHERIFF, CONSTABLE, MARSHAL, POLICEMAN OR PEACE OFFICER 
IN THE STATE OF IDAHO OR COUNTY OF CANYON 
1 Complaint, under oath having been laid before me, the ~derSigned Magistrate, by 
CVP Unit of the Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney's Office, showing by substantial evidence 
that there is probable cause to believe that the crimes of MURDER IN THE SECOND 
DEGREE, a Felony in violation ofIdaho Code Section 18-4001; 18-4002 & 18-4003(g), and 
POSSESSION OF A FIREARM AND/OR DEADLY WEAPON DURING THE 
COMMISSION OF A CRIME, a Felony in violation ofIdaho Code Section 19-2520, has been 
ARREST WARRANT 1 
000015 
,. • J 
committed in the County of Canyon, State ofIdaho, and that CHRlS A STONE has committed 
the said crime; 
YOU ARE THEREFORE COMMANDED forthwith to arrest the above named 
DEFENDANT and bring said person before the nearest available Magistrate. This Warrant may 
be served at any time during the hours of the daytime or nighttime. 
After the court having considered the facts pertaining to the said person and crime, the 
bail is fixed by endorsement in the amount of $ / I COO I. 06 0 
,~ ; 
NO CONTACT ORDER 
r] If checked, Defendant is not to be released on bond until the following No Contact 
Order is served on, or signed by, the Defendant: 
As a condition of Bond, YOU, THE DEFENDANT IN THE ABOVE CAPTIONED 
CASE, ARE HEREBY ORDERED TO HAVE NO CONTACT DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY 
WITH THE ALLEGED VICTIM(S): 
You shall not harass, follow, contact, attempt to contact, communicate with in any form, 
or knowingly remain within 300 feet of the alleged victim(s) or his/her property, residence, work 
or school. 
THIS ORDER WILL EXPIRE AT 11 :59 P.M. ON THE 
20_, OR UPON DISMISSAL OF THE CASE. 
DAY OF -----
VIOLA TION OF THIS ORDER MA Y BE PROSECUTED AS A SEP ARA TE CRlME 
UNDER Idaho Code section 18-920 for which no bail will be set until you appear before a judge 
and is subject to a penalty of up to one (1) year injail or up to a one thousand dollar ($1,000) 
fine, or both. 
THIS ORDER CAN BE MODIFIED ONLY BY A JUDGE AND WHEN MORE THAN 
ONE DOMESTIC VIOLENCE PROTECTION ORDER (Title 39, Chapter 62 ofIdaho Code) IS 
IN PLACE THE MOST RESTRlCTIVE PROVISION WILL CONTROL ANY CONFLICTING 
TERMS OF ANY OTHER CIVIL OR CRlMINAL PROTECTION ORDER. 
ARREST WARRANT 2 
00001.6 
The clerk shall immediately give written notification to the records department of the 
Canyon County Sheriff's Office of the issuance of this order. THE INFORMATION ON THIS 
ORDER SHALL BE ENTERED INTO THE IDAHO LAW ENFORCEMENT 
TELECOMMUNICA TIONS SYSTEM. This order is entered pursuant to Idaho Code section 
18-920, and Idaho Criminal Rule 46.2 (for felonies) or Idaho Misdemeanor Criminal Rule 13 (for 
misdemeanors ). 
Dated this do day of August, 2010. 
Magistrate ~ 
DEFENDANT INFORMATION 
Race: White Hair: Brown 
Height: 5'09" Weight: 220 
SS#: CR#: 10026647 
Officer: Paul Maund Badge No. 276 
Last Known Address: 22798 Elsie Street Caldwell, ID 




__ Surrounding States 
Western United States 
Nationwide 
Dated: _______ _ 






STATE OF IDAHO ) 
ss. 
County of Canyon ) 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I received the within Warrant of Arrest on the _ day 
of ______ , 20 __ , and served the said Warrant by arresting the within named 
Defendant __________ on the _ day of _______ , 20 __ , and that 
I served a copy of said Warrant of Arrest, together with the no contact order (if any) contained 
within said Warrant of Arrest on the Defendant on the ___ day of --------------
20 
Law Enforcement Officer 
IMPORTANT! 
INSTRUCTIONS FOR ARRESTING OFFICER 
1. READ THIS WARRANT TO THE DEFENDANT. 
2. GIVE THE D1FENDANT A COMPLETE COPY OF THIS WARRANT. 
3. COMPLETEL~ FILL OUT AND SIGN THE RETURN 
4. IMMEDIATELY FAX THE RETURN TO THE ENTERING AGENCY: 
CANYON COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE DISPATCH FAX # (208) 454-9355 
NAMPA CITY POLICE DEPARTMENT DISPATCH FAX # (208) 465-2213 
ARREST WARRANT 4 
000018 




... , :.: 
0, -:' ... '. ' 
~VV..L 
D .00 E P.M. 
AUG 3 1 2010 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE 3,1" L JUDICIAL D~mN COUNTY CLERK 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LaM.eui~D~~IJf¥ . ' . ~ . 
• ' , " f' .... .. ~ 1"! '< ~ 
PLj5~;e.. l REQUESTTO OBTAIN WJ~ 
) APPROV AL TO VIDEO 
) RECORD, BROADCAST OR v. 
) PHOTOGRAPH A COURT 
) PROCEEDflNG 
, D~FENDANT(S) ) 
I hereby request approval to: 
'M video record , [ ] broadcast ( ] photograph the following court proceeding: 
Case No.: CR 20)0 25"1'-19 
Date: 
.Time: './ :30 folM . 
" , 'Location: ' ':'.,' , COU rrrcoW? ,'7 
, ,', Presiding Judge: 
,1 have re34 Rule 45 of the ldaht) C~urt Administrative Rules permitting cameras in the 
cOurtroom, and will com.j:i,ly in all. respects wi,th, the p'roviSions of that rule, and will also, make 
'certain'that al,1 other persot;tS frorri,my ,Organi~tion,participatii1g in video or audio recording or 
,broad6astingor pho~ographii1~ o~~e coUrt proceedings have read Rule 45 of the Idaho Court 
A'drninistrative Rules aridviiU comply in all respects with rhe provisions of that rule, 
'" Ca..r't 5a.../zVVl ~"" 
PrintN~e ~ 
' :.:: .. '. ," ! ;. ', 
.' .... ... ,; . . . " 
" :' ~ " . . ~:':.: . ' : . ... 
': . .. 
.. 
" '.'." 
' .. . :-
. ' . " 
, ' 
Rt;ques'ffo; ApproVal-and O~der - Page i 
000019 





ntE 'COURT, having cODsidered the above Request for Approval under Rule 45 of the ldal:io 
Court Administrative Rules, hereby orders that permission to video record'the above hearing is: 
[ " ] PENIED . 
. THE COURT.hiving~Usid~red the above Request for Approval under Rule '45 of the Idaho 
, Court Administrative Rules. hereby orders that permission to broadcast the above hearing is: 
r Xf GRAN1ED under the followingre trictions inadditi ito those set forth in Rule-45 of the idaho 
fJ'&t Administr)!.tive Rules: .' ' 
[ j DENIED. 
,: : ~rHEC6URT,:lla~ttig.wilsider~~th~ ~bo~~Requ~ forApprO~al tiriabtRuie45 6fthe Idaho 
CourtAdministrative:l~iIles,' hereb:Vorders that ~rmissi6n to photograpJ( the abo~'e hearing is: 
[ ~RANTE.D underthe,f611owing res set forth in Rule 45 of¢.e Idaho ' 
.(1Jrt AdrninistrativeRule$: .. 
, [ ] DENIED. 
, ' . 
:~ .. 
" ... . 
. ,' . 
.. -" 
000020 
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'I ' . •. .. . . ... .. 
... ; ~;;<~:}\<::;::\-)V;·~; 
..... ... 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
[8J ARRAIGNMENT [8J IN-CUSTODY D SENTENCING I CHANGE OF PLEA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
-vs-
CHRISTOPHER ALLEN STONE 




D Defendant's Attomey D 
Plaintiff 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2010-25149-C 
Date: 08-31-10 
Judge: KOTYK 
Recording: MAG 7(130-133) 
[8J Prosecutor TED FLEMING 
D Interpreter 
o FAILURE TO APPEAR: Defendant failed to appear. It is Ordered: o bench warrant issued D bail on warrant $ 
D bail forfeited D referred to PA 
ADVISEMENT OF RIGHTS: Defendant 
~ was informed of the charges against himlher and all legal rights, including the right to be represented by 
counsel. 
[8J requested court appointed counsel. 
[8J Indigency hearing held. 
D waived right to counsel. 
[8J Court appointed public defender. 
D Arraignment continued to 
D to consult 1 retain counsel, 
D Court denied court-appointed counsel. 
before Judge 
D other 
~PRELIMINARY HEARING: Statutory time waived: DYes [8JNo 
[8J Preliminary Hearing set 09-14-10 AT 8:30 A.M. 
D District Court Arraignment: 
D Preliminary Hearing Waived 
before Judge K. VEHLOW 
before Judge 
o ENTRY OF GUILTY PLEA: Defendant 
D was advised of effect of guilty plea and possible consequences. 
D entered plea freely and voluntarily with knowledge of consequences. 
D Plea of guilty accepted by the court. 
D Defendant ordered to obtain D alcohol/drug D domestic battery Danger D misdemeanor PSI 
evaluation prior to sentencing date. 
D Sentencing continued to before Judge: D 
D State to notify victim. 
o ENTRY OF NOT GUILTY PLEA: 1ase to be set for D court trial. D pre-trial and jury lrial. 
BAIL: State recommends , 
D Released on written citation promise to appear D Released on bond previously posted. 
D Released on own recognizance (O.R.) [8J Remanded to the custody of the sheriff. 
D Released to pre-trial release officer. [8J Bail as set at $1,000,000.00 
D No Contact Order D entered D continued D Consolidated with __ 
D Address Verified D Corrected Address __ 
OTHER: 
_~-,' ==-j' '-"=) ~..... I=kk .................. a "",&~=-____ , Deputy Clerk 
ARRAIGNMENT I FIRST APPEARANCE 
00002:1 
07/2009 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
FILED Z-3/-1 D 





C b ('; s:f.opJv.r: 411-ttl 5ia(1 e. ~ 
---------------------------------) 
ORDER APPOINTING PUBLIC 
DEFENDER 
The Court being fully advised as to the application of the above-named applicant and it appearing to 
be a proper case, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Canyon County Public Defender be, and hereby i ,tainted for 
~THEMATTERISSETFOR-·~~~uu~4_~~LU~--_+----~---------
Cj-14)() AJ «?: .36 
o THEMATTERSHALLBESETFOR ____ ~~~~~~:;~~~=-~~~~ 
Dated: R-3/-ID Signed: -.;----,."-T-7-"'---r-r-----+-----:r'-----
~ In Custody -- Bond $ ',trDD, 6l5D. 6TJ o Released: 0 O.R. . 
o on bond previously posted o to Pre Trial Release 
Juvenile: 0 In Custody o Released to 
------------------~------------
o No Contact Order entered. 
o Cases consolidated. 
o Discovery provided by State. 
o Interpreter required. 
o Additional charge of FT A. 
Original--Court File Yellow--Public Defender Pink--Prosecuting Attorney 
ORDER APPOINTING PUBLIC 
DEFENDER 000022 2/06 
.... ''''.II~ 1 ... "':HfJ41111f1. IVH,r\.ay Or. oartlett lip ZOtS3458274 10/11 
David Z. Nevin 
Jeffrey Brownson 
NEVIN, BENJAMIN, McKAY & BARTLETT LLP 
P.O. Box 2772 
303 West Bannock 
Boise, Idaho 8370 I 
(208) 343-1000 
Attorneys for the Defendant 
~~l) p!T J ~ LED 
"'t\----JA.M. ____ P.M. 
SEP 1 3 20m 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
8 RAYNE, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 














MOTION TO VACATE 
PRELIMINARY HEARING 
The Defendant, through his attorneys, moves the Court for its Order vacating the date and 
time presenlly set for the preliminary hearing and resetting the matter to a lime convenienllo the 
Court and counsel. 
This motion is made because counsel have recently entered their appearance for Mr. 
Stone and have been unable, despite the ~xercise of due diligence, 10 prepare sutficicnlly 10 
provide constitutionally adequate assistance of counsel to Mr. Stone at the preliminary hearing; 
and because discovery is as yet incomplete. 
I have spoken to Mr. John Bujak, Canyon County Prosecuting Attomey, who advised me 
that he does not oppose a reasonable continuance of the preliminary hearing. 
1 • MOTION TO V ACA TE PRELlMINAR Y HEARING 
000023 
Mr. Stone waives his right to the holding of the preliminary hearing within a particular 
time, to the extent of the delay created by granting the present motion. 
r1t 
DATED this Jl day of September, 2010. 
MIN, McKAY & BARTLETT LLP 
CERTIFICA~OF SERVICE 
1 HEREBY CERTIFY That on this IJ day of September, 2010, 1 caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document to he: 
mailed 
lfaxed 
hand deli vered 
to Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney, 1115 Albany, Caldwell, ID 83605 
2· MOTION TO VACATE PRELIMINARY HEARING 
000024 
05/13/2010 10:49 AM & Bartlett lip 2083458274 2/2 
David Z. Nevin 
Jeffrey Brownson 
l1Lt-~ 
SEP 2 1 2010 
D 
_P.M. 
NEVIN, BENJAMIN, McKAY &BARTLETTLLP 
P.O. Box 2772 
303 West Bannock 
Boise, Idaho 8370 1 
(208) 343-1000 
CANYON QOI.INiY CLiRK 
e I4AVNI; I!)tifAUTV 
Attorneys for the Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE TIDRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 












CASE NO. CRlO-25149 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION 
TO VACATE PRELIMINARY 
HEARING 
Pursuant to Defendant's Motion to Vacate Preliminary Hearing and good cause 
appearing, IT IS ORDERED thallhe preliminary hearing on September 14,2010 be vacated and 
~~~.!:--~~-':=---------J,~.tO~CO Q.-t/Vl. ~te Y-k 
1 • ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO VACATE PRELIMINARY HEARING 
000025 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRELIMINARY HEARING 
STATE OF IDAHO Case No. CR10-25149-C 
Plaintiff 
-vs- Date: October 5, 2010 
CHRISTOPHER ALLEN STONE 
Defendant. Judge: Grober 
o True Name 
Corrected Name: Recording: Mag6(1002-1004) 
APPEARANCES: 
r8J Defendant 
r8J Prosecutor Lisa Wenninger 
r8J Defendant's Attorney David Nevin 
o Interpreter 
FAILURE TO APPEAR: Defendant failed to appear. It is Ordered o bench warrant issued--bail $ 0 bond forfeited. 
OOther __ . 
PROCEEDINGS: o Preliminary hearing waived; Defendant bound over to District Court. 
o Preliminary hearing Held. 
r8J Preliminary hearing continued to October 26,2010 at 10:00 a .m. before Judge K. Vehlow. 
D State moved to dismiss on the grounds __ . 
D Court dismissed Complaint. 
D Prospective witnesses excluded. 
D State's recommendations: 
STATE'S WITNESSES SWORN: 1. 2. 
3. 4. 5. 
DEFENDANT'S WITNESSES SWORN: 1. ___ _ 2. ___ _ 
3. 4. -,-__ ----,-o Defendant had no testimony or evidence to present. 5. ----
EXHIBITS: D As set forth on attached list. 
COURT'S RULING: 
D No probable cause; Complaint dismissed; Defendant discharged. 
D Bond exonerated. D Probable cause found for offense set forth in Complaint. 
D Charges amended to: __ . 
D Probable cause found for amended charge. 
D Defendant held to answer to the District Court. District Court arraignment set for __ at __ a.m. 
D Misdemeanor case(s) ontinued consolidated with felony case for further proceed inc s. before Judge --' ~ 1 
D Motion for bond reduc 'on continued until the time of District Court Arraignment. 
BAIL: The Defendant was' 
-0 Released on own recognizance (O.R.). 
r8J Remanded to custody of the sheriff. 
r8J Bail set $1 million 
OTHER: __ . 
D Released to pre-trial release officer. 
D Released on bond previously posted. 
-'---'--'---f"'-f--"""----=.:::::..-:::L-.l..~"7_-' Deputy Clerk 
PRELIMINARY HEARING 07/2009 
000026 
Nevin, Benjamin, McKay & Bartlett lip 2083458274 3/3 
David Z. )levin 
Jeffrey Brownson 
NEVIN, BENJAMIN, McKAY & BARTLETTLLP 
P.O. Box 2772 
303 West Bannock 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
(208) 343-1000 
Attorneys for the Defendant 
.!ftxtl A.~ e 9M. 
OCT 05 2010 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
N HERNANDEZ, DEPUTY 
11\ THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 












CASE NO. CRIO-2S149 
ORDER GRANTING 
STIPULATION TO VACATE 
PRELIMINARY HEARING 
Pursuant to Stipulation to Vacate Preliminary Heating and good cause appearing, IT IS 
ORDERED that the preliminary healing on October 5,2010 be vacated and reset to 
1 • ORDER GRANTING STIPULATION TO VACATE PRELIMINARY HEARING 
000027 
dm 
TIMOTHY L. FLEMING 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
M BECK, DEPUTY 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
CHRIS A STONE 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2010-25149 
SUPERCEDING INDICTMENT 
for the crime of: 
PART I - MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE 
Felony, I.e. Section 18-4001; 18-4002; J8-4003(a) 
PART II - POSSESSION OF A FIREARM 
AND/OR DEADLY WEAPON DURING THE 
COMMISSION OF A CRIME 
Felony, I.C. Section 19-2520 
CHRIS A STONE is accused by the Grand Jury of Canyon County of the crime of PART 
f -MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE, a felony, Idaho Code Section 18-4001; 18-4002; 
~ 8-4003( a); PART II - POSSESSION OF A FIREARM. AND/OR DEADLY WEAPON 
DURING THE COMMISSION OF A CRIME, a felony, Idaho Code Section 19-2520, 
committed as follows: 
PART I 
That the Defendant, Christopher Stone, on or about the 29th day of August, 2010, in the 




with malice aforethought, kill and murder Florence Stone, a human being, by shooting her, 
inflicting wounds from which she died. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code Section 18-4001; 18-4002; 18-4003(a) and against 
the power, peace and dignity of the State ofIdaho. 
PART IT 
That the Defendant, Christopher Stone, on or about the 29th day of August, 2010, 
in the County of Canyon, State of Idaho, did use a firearm to-wit: a handgun in the commission 
of the crime of murder alleged in Count I by using the firearm to shoot Florence Stone. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code Section 19-2520 and against the power, peace and 
dignity of the State of Idaho. 
A TRUE BILL 
Presented in Open COUli this /3~y of_---'C'="'-A-=-~"_ft-'--I _! -_.-.~ _ - ___ , 20 /0 
Foreman of the Gran . ury of 
Canyon County, State of Idaho 
NAMES OF WITNESSES EXAMINED BEFORE THE GRAND JURY 
DEPUTY McCORMICK 
DEPUTY MAUND 
DR. ROBERT DIETER, ME 
VICKIE DeGEUS-MORRIS, CORONER 
SUPERCEDING INDICTMENT 2 
000029 
! I 
dm OCT 142010 ./ 
TIMOTHY L. FLEMING 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
M BECK, DEPUTY 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
CHRIS A STONE, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2010-25149 
SLtJ)U' cuI ~ll..tL 
WARRANT OF 4!9<.EST 
TO ANY SHERIFF, CONSTABLE, MARSHAL, OR POLICEMAN 
IN THE STATE OF IDAHO: 
,·~/tL~ 
A SUPERCEDING INDICTMENT having been found on the ---L.l- day of 
D t~~ 10, in the District F0urt of the Third Judicial District, in and for the Countr of 
Canyon, State ofIdaho, charging qHRIS A STONE with the crime of PART I: MURDER!IN 
THE FIRST DEGREE, a felony, Idaho Code Section 18-4001; 18-4002; 18-4003(a); and PART 
II: POSSESSION OF A FIREARM AND/OR DEADLY WEAPON DURING THE 
COMMISSION OF A CRIME, felony, Idaho Code Section 19-2520; 
W ARRANT OF ARREST 
000030 
YOU ARE THEREFORE COMMANDED to immediately arrest the Defendant above 
named and to bring him before the District Court in the County of Canyon, or in case of my 
absence I)r inability to act before the nearest or most accessible District Judge in Canyon County. 




If checked, Defendant is not to be released on bond until the following No Contact Order is 
served on, or signed by, the Defendant: 
As a condition of Bond, YOU, THE DEFENDANT IN THE ABOVE CAPTIONED 
CASE, ARE HEREBY ORDERED TO HAVE NO CONTACT DIRECTLY OR 
INDIRECTLY WITH THE ALLEGED VICTIM(S): 
You shall not harass, follow, contact, attempt to contact, communicate with in any form, 
or knowingly remain within 300 feet of the alleged victim(s) or his/her property, residence, work 
or school. 
11{IS ORD~R WILL EXPIRE AT 11 :59 ON TilE DAY OF 
______ ,20_, OR UPON DISMISSAL OF THE CASE. 
VIOLATION OF THIS ORDER MAY BE PROSECUTED AS A SEP ARA TE CRIME 
UNDER Idaho Code section 18-920 for which no bail will be set until you appear before ajudgc 
and is subject to a penalty of up to one (1) year in jail or up to a one thousand dollar ($1,000) 
fine, or both. 
THIS ORDER CAN BE MODIFIED ONLY BY A JUDGE AND WHEN MORE TI-IAN 
ONE DOMESTIC VIOLENCE PROTECTION ORDER (Title 39, Chapter 62 ofIdaho Code) IS 
IN PLACE THE MOST RESTRICTIVE PROVISION WILL CONTROL ANY CONFLICTING 
TERMS OF ANY OTHER CIVIL OR CRIMINAL PROTECTION ORDER. 
WARRANT OF ARREST 2 
000031. 
The clerk shall immediately give written notification to the records department of the 
Canyon County Sheriffs Office of the issuance of this order. THIS INFORMATION ON THIS 
ORDER SHALL BE ENTERED INTO THE IDAHO LA W ENFORCEMENT 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS SYSTEM. This order is entered pursuant to Idaho Code section 18-
920, and Idaho Criminal Rule 46.2 (for felonies) or Idah Misdemeanor Criminal Rule 13 (for 
misdemeanors). r 
DATED this E day of----+-/--'-"'---"t:~~"7""-''d--;rV-
RACE:WAM HAIR: Brown 
HEIGHT: 5'09" WEIGHT: 220 
SS#: CR#: 
Officer: Badge #: 
Last Known address: CANYON COUNTY JAIL 
NCICENTRY: (Additional Levels Inclusive) 
Local 
Statewide 
__ Surrounding States 
Western United States 
Nationwide 





RETURN OF SERVICE 
I tERTIFY that I served the foregoing Warrant by arresti~g the above named Defendant 
and bringing into Court his ____ day 








The clerk shall immediately give written notification to the records department of the 
Canyon County Sheriffs Office of the issuance of this order. THIS INFORMATION ON THIS 
ORDER SHALL BE ENTERED INTO THE IDAHO LAW ENFORCEMENT 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS SYSTEM. This order is entered pursuant to Idaho Code section 18-
920, and Idaho Criminal Rule 46.2 (for felonies) or Idah Misdemeanor Criminal Rule 13 (for 
misdemeanors). ~ 
-2r 1 
D A TED this --l:i.- day of --+----T'---'-~T:r_--"'----r'-¥.-7I/-
RACE: W AM HAIR: Brown EYES: Brown ~ 
HEIGHT' 5'09" WEIGHT: 220 DOB: 
~S-S-#-:---'------------+-C-R-#:--------------~-A-G-E-~N-C-Y-:-C-C-S-0---- ___ -.= 
Officer: Badge #: 
Last Known address: CANYON COUNTY JAIL 
NCIC ENTRY: (Additional Levels Inclusive) 
Local 
Statewide 
__ Surrounding States 
Western United States 
Nationwide 
By: ______________ __ 
Dated: ----------
RETURN OF SERVICE 
I CERTIFY that I served the foregoing warranjbY arresting the above named Defendant 
; and bringing into Court his B day of Our 01] fu , 20 liL. 
WARRANT OF ARREST 3 
000033 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
l8J ARRAIGNMENT [8J IN-CUSTODY 0 SENTENCING I CHANGE OF PLEA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
-vs-
CHRISTOPHER STONE, 




[8J Defendant's Attorney DAVID NEVIN 
ADVISEMENT OF RIGHTS: Defendant 
) Case No. CR-10-25149-C 
Plaintiff ) 
) Date: 10/14/10 
) 
Defendant. ) Judge: GRIFFIN 
) 
) Recording: MAG 7 (216-221) 
) 
l8J Prosecutor ERICA KALLIN o Interpreter 
l8J was informed of the charges against him/her and all legal rights, including the right to be represented by 
counsel. 
[8J District Court Arraignment: 10/22/10 AT 9:00 AM before Judge HOFF 
BAIL: State recomrnends 
o Released on written citation promise to appear o Released on own recognizance (O.R.) 
o Released to pre-trial release officer. 
o No Contact Order 0 entered 0 continued o Address Verified 
OTHER: 
o Released on bond previously posted. 
l8J Remanded to the custody of the sheriff. 
[8J Bail set at $NO BAIL o Consolidated with o Corrected Address -==-
_--+-,-}1l-'dL--,-,· ~-'c:P-Du.......(l,-",-Lc_.~_, Deputy Clerk 
ARRAIGNMENT / FIRST APPEARANCE 
000034 
07/2009 
David Z. Nevin 
Jeffrey Brownson 
NEVIN, BENJAMIN, McKAY & BARTLETT LLP 
P.O. Box 2772 
303 West Bannock 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
(208) 343-1000 
Attorneys for the Defendant 
I Ll\f! DM 
~ ... ~~ __ .. ...J •. M. 1h~ --P. . 
1 ~ 2010 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
S ROGERS, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE TillRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 












CASE NO. CR-2010-25149 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR 
GRAND JURY TRANSCRIPT 
Chris Stone, through his attorneys, moves this COLlli to ORDER that a transcript of the 
grand jury proceedings in this case be prepared and provided to counsel for the defendant. This 
motion is made pursuant to the Fifth, Sixth, and Fourteenth Amendments of the United States 
Constitution; Article I, section 13, of the Idaho Constitution; and Idaho Criminal Rules 6 and 7. 
The defendant requests that the transcript be prepared at his own expense, and as soon 
as possible. 
~ 
DATED this IS day of October, 2010. 
JAMIN, McKAY & BARTLETT, LLP 
David Z. Nevin 
MOTION FOR GRAND JURY TRANSCRIPT- Page 1 
000035 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
yfo 
I CERTIFY that on October ~, 2010, I caused a true and conect copy of the foregoing 




to;J3ryan Taylor, Canyon County Prosecuting Attomey, III 
~anyon Cou~~~ T\anscl~ip.tion Department, 1115 Albany, a 
l' . \\GX \CA (tel f) 
David Nevin 
MOTION FOR GRAND JURY TRANSCRIPT- Page 2 
000036 
Albany, Caldwell, ID 83605 and 





CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
3flD S MAUND, DEPUTY 
IN THE DIsrlUCT COURT OF THE JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE S~A TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ell."" 1.." .... 
[[ JirJ( If :1- J.k-- ) 
PLAINTIFF(S) ) 
v. 
C Ha is A· 5 to\\'{ 
DEFENDANT(S) 







REQUEST TO OBTAlN 
APPROVAL to VIDEO 
RECORD. BROADCAST OR 
PHOTOGRAPH: A COUltT 
PROCEEDING 







_(urtl "11 CfJ'Vl-ti Ct!Ydk.8t~ 
A(JA24 € 1 ~ -{.f,,££ -
1 have rea~u!e 45 ofrbe Idaho Court Adlninistrative Rules permitting cameras 1n the 
courtroom, and will comply in all respects With the provisions ofthltt rule, and will also make 
cenain that all other persons from my organization part~cipa.ting in videQ or audio recording or 
broadcasting or photographing oUbe court proceedings have read :Rule 45 of the Idaho Court 




LCBrtI-TV. _ (Zj f) tf}2 - 2- 2..1.- *!:-
News Organization Repres~nted Phone Nmnber 
lojvjJo (0 
om. l 
"') Request f'OJ' A~vallind Order ~ pag<:. 1 
000037 
t 
10/21/2010 16:11 208 1 
KBCI NEWS 
2009/04/06 08:40:57 4 
T"HE COURT, having considered the above Request for Approval under Rule 45 of the Idaho 
Cowt Administrative Rules, hereby orders that permission to video record the show hearing is: . 
PAGE 02/02 
, . 
f X] GRANTED under the fo !lowing rest;rictiollS in a<ldttiou. to those set forth in RUle 45 of the Idaho 
C(rurt Administrative Rules: ute At-liU]hJ"ll.tnt hIP 
J DENIED. 
THE COURT, baving considered the: above Request for Approval \lJlder Rule 45 Qfthe Idaho 
Court ,Admin.isttative Rmes, hereby orders that permission to bl"ClLdeast the I.I1:>O'\7e hearing is; 
[ ] GRANTED under the following restrictions in addition to tho:;e set forth in Rltle 45 of the Idaho 
Court Administrative Rules: 
)bENJED. 
THE COURT, having considered the above Request. for Approval under Rule 45 of the Idabo 
Court Adminisl:ratjv(:. Rules, hereby o.ders that permission to pb6~llph me above heating is: 
[ ) GRANTED under the following restrictioos in addition to those set forth in Rule 45 of the IdahQ 




Request [or ApproV:1.) <md Otde( - Page Z 
000038 
ATTACHMENT "A" 
Conditions and Restrictions regarding Broadcast and/or Photographic Coverage: 
1. No video or photographs shall be taken of the gallery (audience) or of spectators 
in the courtroom. No video or photographs will be taken of any witness while 
such witness is giving testimony. No video or photographs will be taken of any 
Jurors. 
2 No video or photograph shall be taken of the victim or the victim's family. 
3. No video or photographing shall commence until the case is called and all video 
or photographing shall cease when the case concludes. 
4. No other cameras or use of cameras will be allowed in the courthouse. 
5. Video media must pool their coverage. The camera allowed pursuant to the order 
allowing broadcast and/or photographic coverage shall provide video feed to all 
other requesting media. 
6. The camera shall be set up behind the bar on the left side Oury box side) of the 
courtroom unless a different location is approved by the Court prior to the 
hearing. 
7. The camera shall be set up so as not to interfere with the public ingress and 
egress. 
8. The camera and the cameraman must be in position and set up not less than 15 
minutes prior to the commencement of court which is scheduled for q.'C2I!:J 
A-- .M. The camera and the cameraman must remain in court until court adjourns 
or recesses. 
9. Cameraman is to talk with the Court before the proceedings. 
10. No video or photographs shall be taken of the jury or of any individual juror. 
11. No video or sound feed that may be heard or viewed by any person who may be a 
witness in this case shall be permitted in the hallways of the courthouse. 
12. No cameras or media personnel are allowed in the third floor security hallway 
behind the courtroom during the trial of the case without the express permission 
of the trial judge. 
000039 
DATE,TIME 















TIME 10/22/2810 08:53 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: RENAE J. HOFF DATE: October 22,2010 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) COURT MINUTE 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO: CR2010-25149*C 
) 
vs. ) TIME: 9:00 A.M. 
) 
CHRIS A. STONE, ) REPORTED BY: Carole Bull 
) 
Defendant. ) DCRT3 (9:50-10:25) 
) 
This having been the time heretofore set for arraignment in the above entitled 
matter, the State was represented by Ms. Lisa Wenninger, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
for Canyon County, and the defendant was personally present with counsel, Mr. David 
z. revin. I 
. The Court determined the defendant's true ndme was charged and advised the 
, 
defendant that an Superseding Indictment had been filed October 13, 2010 charging 
him with the felony offense of Murder in the First Degree in Part I which carried a 
maximum possible penalty of death, or life imprisonment, a $50,000.00 fine, a minimum 
ten (10) years imprisonment, a requirement to surrender a DNA sample and right 
thumbprint impression and a possible civil penalty in the amount of $5,000.00 payable 
to the victims. A sentence of death could not be imposed unless the Prosecuting 
COURT MINUTE 
October 22, 2010 
Page 1 
000041. 
Attorney filed a written notice of intent to seek the death penalty no later than sixty (60) 
days after entry of a plea. Part II alleged he used a deadly weapon in commission 
of murder and any sentence received for the murder could be increased by fifteen (15) 
years. 
The Court determined the defendant understood the charges, the possible 
penalties and waived formal reading of the Superseding Indictment. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Nevin indicated the defendant would plea 
not guilty to Part I and Part II and would waive speedy trial. 
After discussing the number of days necessary for trial with each of counsel, the 
Court determined a nine (9) day trial setting was appropriate and recessed at 9:56 a.m. 
to discuss available dates. 
The Court reconvened at 10:21 a.m. and noted it met with counsel and found 
some dates and set some deadlines. 
The Court set this matter for pretrial conference on January 4, 2011 at 9:00 
a.m. before this Court and jury trial May rth through 27'h, 2011 at 9:00 a.m. before 
this Court .. 
The Court noted for the record there was a Motion for Grand Jury Transcript and 
the Court had signed the Order. Additionally, the Court and counsel discussed the fact 
that the defendant would file any pretrial motions by December 1 st and those could be 
noticed up thereafter, and the fact that if there were going to be challenges to 
COURT MINUTE 
October 22, 2010 
Page 2 
000042 
statements the Court wanted transcripts prepared and wanted those prepared through 
the court office. The Court proposed counsel consider splitting those fees. 
Each of counsel concurred. 
The Court noted that because of the increase of the charge in the Superseding 
Indictment, the defendant was being held without bond. 
Mr. Nevin concurred and advised the Court he would file an appropriate bond 
motion in the future to address that. Additionally, they may litigate the propriety of the 
case going to Grand Jury with an Indictment returned on the First Degree 
Murder charge at a time when a Second Degree Murder charge was pending and had 
been selected by the State as the appropriate charge. So at this point the defendant 
was pleading not guilty without waiving the right to complain about the propriety of the 
charging instrument being filed. 
The Court so noted. 
With that Mr. Nevin indicated the defendant would plead not guilty and waived 
formal reading of the Superseding Indictment. j 
The Court advised counsel if they recognized that they would have exten ed 
motions the Court would prefer that they ask for special sets. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff to 
be held without bond pending further proceedings. 
COURT MINUTE 




David Z. Nevin 
Jeffrey Brownson 
NEVIN, BENJAMIN, McKAY & BARTLETT LLP 
P.O. Box 2772 
303 West Bannock 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
(208) 343-1000 
Attomeys for the Defendant 
CANYON COUNTY CLr=RK 
M AUGSBURGER, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 












CASE NO. CR-201O-25149 
ORDER GRANTING 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR 
GRAND JURY TRANSCRIPT 
This C0U11, having considered the Defendant's Motion for Grand Jury Transcript, 
pursuant to Rule 6.3(c), Idaho Criminal Rules, and finding that good cause exists, HEREBY 
ORDERS: 
THA T A TRANSCRIPT OF THE GRAND JURY PROCEEDINGS IN THIS 
CASE BE PREPARED AND t COpy PROVIDED TO DEFENSE COUNSEL FOr 
CHRIS STONE. I . 
DATED this ___ day of October, 2010. OCT 1 8 2010 ! 
District Judge 
ORDER - Page 1 
000044 
THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
-vs-














CASE NO. CR 2010-25149*C 
AMENDED 
ORDER TO PRODUCE 
GRAND JURY TRANSCRIPT 
The above named Defendant having filed a Motion for an Order to Produce the record of 
the Grand Jury proceedings leading to the Second Superseding Indictment of the above named 
Defendant which was held on(:)@)~~r,j~~'!'!t;~~()iQ: The Court Clerk of Canyon County will 
commence the preparation of the transcript. 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND THIS DOES ORDER, that a transcript of the Grand 
Jury proceedings held on October 13TH, 2010, be completed within thirty (30) days of the date of 
this order. The jury trial is set on this matter pn~a,yfl1~~;~,9tK. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, that: 
1. Upon receipt of the transcripts, the Court will deliver one copy to the Prosecuting 




Attorney. The Prosecuting Attorney shall have five (5) working days to review the transcript and 
file any objection to any portion of the transcript or request the retraction of any part of the 
transcript. If there is an objection, the Court will review the transcript in camera and make any 
necessary deletions and make a record of such deletions and the reasons for deletions. Such 
record will be sealed for review by an appellate Court. 
2. In the absence of an objection by the Prosecuting Attorney to the completed 
transcript within the five (5) working days, a copy of the transcript will be 
furnished to the defendant's attorney. 
3. The transcript shall be furnished to Defendant's attorney as soon as possible but 
shall be furnished no later than ten (10) days before trial. 
4. The above-named Defendant is represented by David Nevin, and said transcript is 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, that all such transcripts of the Grand Jury 
testimony are to be used exclusively by the said attorneys in preparation for the defense of said 
case. None of the material may be copied or disclosed to any person other than the attorneys, 
their deputies, assistants, associates or witnesses, without specific authorization by the Court. 
Counsel may discuss the contenrs of the transcript with their client or witnesses, but ray not 
release the transcripts themselve~. 
DATED: OCT 2 7 2010 




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) ss 
COUNTY OF CANYON ) 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing ORDER was 
forwarded to the following: 
Bryan F. Taylor 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
Courthouse 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
David Z. Nevin 
Jeffrey Brownson 
NEVIN, BENJAMIN, McKAY & BARTLETT, LLP 
P.O. Box 2772 
Boise, ID 83701 
Theresa Randall 
Appellate Clerk 
Either by depositing the same in the U.S. mail, first class postage prepaid, or by personal service. 
DATED this r day of /tJpdttrJhet;201O. 
, William H. Hurst 
ORDER TO PRODUCE GRAND 
JURY TRANSCRIPT 
Clerk of the District Court 
3 
000047 
• I I .c.. '" f '" V I V I \J • \J £ f'\IVl Nevin, Benjamin, McKay & Bartlett lip 2083458274 2/6 
David Z. Nevin 
Jeffrey Brownson 
NEVIN, BENJAMIN, McKAY & BARTLETT LLP 
P.O. Box 2772 
303 West Bannock 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
(208) 343-1000 
Attorneys for the Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 






CASE NO. CR-2010-25149 






DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR 
LISTING OF JUROR'S VOTE 
CHRIS ALLEN STONE, 
Defendant. 
------------------------ ) 
The Defendant Chris Stone, through his attorneys, moves the Court for its Order 
producing the list of all jurors voting in favor and against the Superceding Indictment filed in this 
case on October 13, 20 to. This motion is made pursuant to the fourteenth Amendment of the 
United States Constitution; Article 1, sections 8 and 13, of the Idaho Constitution and Idaho 
Criminal rUle 6.5(c). :I,'!} 
DATED This _ day of November, 2010. 
N~VIN, BEN~Mrn, McKAY & BARTLETT LLP 
/~ f!-------
David Nevin 
I • DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR LISTING OF JUROR'S VOTE 
000048 
" 
• ."","11"1 I'V.'VL /'\IVI Nevin. Benjamin. McKay & Bartlett lip 2083458274 3/6 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I CERTIFY that on November ,~ 2010, I caused a true and correct copy of the 





to: Bryan Taylor, Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney, 1115 Albany, Caldwell, m R3605 
2· DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR LISTING OF JUROR'S VOTE 
000049 
nev,n, ~enJamin, McKay & Bartlett lip 2083458274 4/6 
w):?~ A.k ___ 9.M. 
David Z. Nevin 
Jeffrey Brownson 
NEVIN, BENJAMIN, McKA Y & BARTLETT LLP 
P.O. Box 2772 
303 West Bannock 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
(208) 343-1000 
Attorneys for the Defcndant 
TN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 



















The Defendant Chris Stone, through his attorneys, moves this Court to Ordcr that a 
transcript of all the grand jury proceedings, except deliberations, in this case be prepared and 
provided to counsel for the Defendant. This motion is madc pursuant to the Fifth, Sixth and 
foutteenth Amendments of the United States Constitution; Alticle 1, section 13, of the Idaho 
Conslilution and Idaho Criminal Rules 6 and t-
Upon the Defendant's previous motion, this Court ordered "a transcript of the Grand 
Jury proceedings held on Octoher 13,2010, be completed within thirty (30) days of the date of 
this order." Amended Order to Produce Grand Jury Transcript (filed November 2,2010). In 
response, counsel for the Defendant received a transcript of the witnesses' testimony. 
DEFENDANT'S SECOND MOTION FOR GRAND JURY TRANSCRIPT- Page 1 
000050 
Nev,n. ~enJamjn. McKay. Bartlett lip 2083458274 5/6 
However, as contemplated by Idaho Criminal Rule 6.3, the Defendant is entitled to either 
review or a transcript of all the grand jury proceedings, except deliberations. 
Therefore, the Defendant respectfully requests that a transcript he produced to include, 
but not necessarily be limited to, any statements made by the prosecuting attorneys to the grand 
jury, including any opening and closing remarks, any instructions regarding the applicable law, 
including any written jury instructions provided to the grand jury for their consideration in this 
matter, as well as a copy of the admitted exhihits. 
The Defendant again requests that the transcript be prepared at his own expense, and as 
soon as possible. jJ 
DATED this _~_ day of November, 2010. 
MIN, McKAY & BARTLETT, LLP 
David Z. Nevin 
DEFENDANT'S SECOND MOTION FOR GRAND JUR Y TRANSCRIPT-Page 2 
000051. 
'~""~"'l IoJCIIJelllllll. ''I,vn.ay CIt Oartlett liP :lUt:S34!>8274 6/6 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
1 CERTIFY that on November ? ~ 20 10, I caused a true and corred copy of the 




to: Bryan Taylor, Canyon County ProseclIting Attorney, III Albany, Caldwell, ID 83605 and 
Canyon County Transcription Department, 1115 Albany, atdwell, TO 83605 
David Nevin 
DEFENDANT'S SECOND MOTION FOR GRAND JURY TRANSCRIPT- Page 3 
000052 
11/18/201004:20 PM Nevin, Benjamin, M Bart lett lip 2083458274 212 
David Z. Nevin 
Jeffrey Brownson 
NEVIN, BENJAMlN, McKAY & BARTLEIT LLP 
P.O. Box 2772 
303 West Bannock 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
(208) 343-1000 
Attorneys for the Defendanl 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 












CASE NO. CRlO-25149 
ORDER FOR PREPARATION 
OF TRANSCRIPT 
Good cause appearing, it is hereby ordered that a transcript be prepared of the 
interrogation of Mr. Stone in the case referenced above. The parties shall advise Ms. Randall of 
the files to be transcribed and shall share the cost of the preparation of the transcript equally. 
DATf this __ day of November, 2010, 
1 • ORDER FOR PREPARATtON OFTRANSCRlPT 
000053 
David Z. Nevin 
Jeffrey Brownson 
NEVIN, BENJAMIN, McKAY & BARTLETT LLP 
P.O. Box 2772 
303 West Bannock 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
(208) 343-1000 




CECA: 1 i~ V P.M. 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
LSANDOVAL,DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, TN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 












CASE NO. CRlO-25 149 
MOTION TO STRIKE STATE'S 
NOTICE OF INTENT TO USE 
I.R.E. 404(b) EVIDENCE 
The Defenciant, through his attorneys, moves the Court for its Order striking the State's 
Notice of Intent to Use LR.E. 404(b) Evidence because it is procedurally defecli ve and 
insufficient. 
Idaho Rule or Evidence 404(b) forbids admission of evidence of a person's other crimes, 
rrongs, or acts "to prove the character of a person in order t~ show that the person acled in 
confonnity therewith." Such evidence "may, however, be admissible for other purposes, such as 
proof of motive, opportunity, intent, preparation, plan, knowledge, identity, or absence of 
mistake or accident." Id. Still, "admissibility is conditioned on the prosecution filing and 
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serving 'notice reasonably in advance of trial ... of the general nature of any such evidence it 
intends to introduce at trial.'" State v. Jones, 140 Idaho 41,50,89 P.3d 881,890 (Ct. App. 2003) 
(citing LR.E. 404(b). 
In Jones, the only Idaho appellate decision addressing the extent of disclosure required by 
l.R.E. 404(b), the Court of Appeals upheld the district court's detennination that the state's 
notice satisfied the requirements of I.R.E. 404(b) in that case. ld. at 51, 89 P.3d 88 L There, the 
state's notice specifically identified the three witnesses and that they would testify regarding 
"prior acts of improper touching by the defendant." /d. Relying heavily upon federal authority, 
the Jones Court found that under the circumstances present in that case the state's notice "was 
sufficient to alert the defense to the general nature of the additional testimony and to thereby 
avoid surprise." Id. 
Contrary to the notice in Jones, the State's notice in this case provides no real notice at all 
and requires this COLui and the defense to speculate as to what evidence the Stale may allempl to 
introduce against Mr. Stone. The State's notice reads in total: 
In Compliance Isicl with the requirement of l.R.E. 404(b), the State does hereby 
give notice that it intends to lise any and all evidence that comes under LR.E. 
404(b) that is contained in the State's Response(s) to Discovery. The State 
recognif.es that evidence of other crimes, wrongs, or acts is not admissible to 
prove the character of a person in ortl' to show that the person acted in 
conformity therewith. This evidence is for other purposes, such as proof of 
motive, opportunity, intent, preparati n, plan, knowledge, identity, or absences of 
mistake or accident. 
Prosecuting Attomey's Response to Request for Discovery and Notice of Intent to Usc l.R.E. 
404(b) Evidence, pp. 5-6. Employing a shotgun approach the State named all possible reasons 
2· MOTION TO STRIKE STATE'S NOTICE OF INTENT TO USE LR.E. 404(b) 
EVIDENCE 
000055 
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set forth in Rule 404(b) and simply referenced the discovery provided in this case which includes 
several thousand pages of written and electronic maLerials thus far. The notice also fails to 
identify which of the almost forty (40) identified witnesses will be testifying about the so called 
"any and all evidence that comes under I.RE. 404(b)." 
Simply put, the State's notice mocks LR.E. 404(b)'s notice requirement and provides Mr. 
Stone with no particularity as to what alleged "crimes, wrongs, or acts" the State hopes to 
introduce. Moreover, it deprives Mr. Stone of any meaningful oppottunilY to object or defend 
himself against what may be highly prejudicial propensity evidence. Because the State's notice 
docs not notify Mr. Stone of the "general nature" of the evidence thc State hopes to introduce, it 
is procedurally defective and insufficicnt. As a result, the State's Notice of Intent to Usc I.R.E. 
404(b) Evidence must be stlicken. 
DATED This l't day of December, 2010. 
JAMIN, McKAY & BARTLETT LLP 
3· MOTION TO STRIKE STATE'S NOTICE OF INTENT TO USE I.R.E. 404(b) 
EVIDENCE 
000056 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
1 CERTIFY that on December 1,2010, I caused a true and eoneet copy of the foregoing 
document to be 
j mailed 
hand deli vered 
faxed 
to: Chris Topmiller, Canyon County Prosecuting Attomc)j, 115 Albany, Caldwell, TD 83605 
4· MOTION TO STRIKE STATE'S NOTICE OF INTENT TO USE I.R.E. 404(b) 
EVIDENCE 
000057 
David Z. Nevin 
Jeffrey Brownson 
NEVIN, BENJAMIN, McKA Y & BARTLETT LLP 
P.O. Box 2772 
303 West Bannock 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
(208) 343-1000 
Attorneys for the Defendant 
2083458274 2/15 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
L SANDOVAL, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 












CASE NO. CR-201O-25149 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS INDICTMENT 
(Filed Under Seal) 
The Defendant Chris Stone, through his attorneys, moves the Court for its Order 
dismissing the Indictment because absent the false, misleading, and inadmissible evidence 
presented to the grand jury a reasonable person could not conclude there is probable calise to 
believe thr Mr. Stone commilled murdcr in the first degree. Furthermore, the level of 
miscondu~t in the grand jury proceedings has prejudiced Mr. Stone ~ violated his right to due 
process of law. This motion IS made pursuant to the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments of the 
United States Constitution; Article I, sections 8 and 13 of the Idaho Constitution; Idaho Criminal 
Rules 6.6, 6.7 & 12; and Idaho Code §~ 19-1105 & 1107. This motion is sLlpponed by the record 
in this case and by the contemporaneously filed memorandum of counsel. This motion and the 
1 • DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO DISMISS INDICTMENT 
000058 
1"-,vl,,..,I.., V .... .:J.:J rlYI NeVin, t:lenjamin, 2083458274 3/15 
contemporaneously filed memorandum are both being filed under seal because they reference 
testimony presented to the Canyon County grand jury. 
Mr. Stone respectfully requests a hearing for the presentation of evidence and argument in 
suppOli of this motion. 
DA TED This pt day of December, 2010. 
TN, McKAY & BARTLETT LLP 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I CERTIFY that on December 1, 2010, 1 caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing 




to: Chris Topmillcr, Deputy Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney, 1115 Albany, Caldwell, 
ID 83605 
David Z. Nevin 
2. DEPENDANT'S MOTION TO DISMISS INDICTMENT 
000059 
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David Z. Nevin 
Jeffrey Brownson 
NEVIN, BENJAMIN, McKAY & BARTLETT LLP 
P.O. Box 2772 
303 West Bannock 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
(208) 343-1000 
Attorneys for the Defendant 
F I lED 
--A.M·~P.M. 
DEC 0 1 2010 
CANYON COUNTY 
l SANDOVAL, DE~~K 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 












CASE NO. CRlO-25 149 
DEFENDANT'S 
J\tIOTION TO SUPPRESS 
The Defendant Chris Allen Stone, through his attomeys, moves the Court for its Order 
suppressing as evidence against him in all criminal proceedings all of the fruits of his 
interrogation by police officers occurring at and after his an'est on August 29, 2010, anel August 
30.2010. I 
This motion is made because the intelTokation of Mr. Stone was conducted in violation of 
his rights to remain silent, to due process of law, and to the assistance of counsel, guaranteed by 
the fifth. sixth, and fourteenth amendments to the United States Constitution and art. 1, sections 
13 and 17 of the Idaho Constilution. 
1 • DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
000060 
I£!VI!LVIU U4:Z~ ~M Nevin, Benjamin, 2083458274 3/23 
This motion is based on counsel's supporting memorandum of law, contemporaneously 
filed, and on the record of this case, including audio and video recordings of Mr, Stone's 
interrogation, and upon evidence and oral argument to be presented at a healing before the Court, 
Mr. Stone requests, however, that the hearing occur only after a complete and accurate transcript 
of his interrogation has been prepared. 
DATED this 1sT day of December, 2010. 
~'MCKAY & BARTLETT UP 
David Z. Nevin 
2 • DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
000061 
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CERTmCATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY That on this 1ST day of December, 2010, I caused a true and correct 




to Chris Topmiller, Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney, I 5 Albany, Caldwell, ID 83605 
David Z. Nevin 
3 • DEFENDANT'S MOTTON TO SUPPRESS 
000062 
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David Z. Nevin 
Jeffrey Brownson 
NEVIN, BENJAMIN, McKAY & BARTLETT LLP 
P.O. Box 2772 
303 West Bannock 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
(208) 343-1000 
Attorneys for the Defendant 
_F ___ I A~~M 
DEC 0 1 2010 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
LSANDOVAL,DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff. 
vs. 












CASE NO. CRlO-25 149 
MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF 
TIME IN WHICH TO FILE 
CRIMINAL PRETRIAL MOTIONS 
Defendant Chris Allen Stone, through his attorneys, asks this Court to extend the time in 
which to file LC.R. 12(b) and other pretliai motions until twenty-one (21) days after complete 
discovery is served upon Mr. Stone. Good cause to extend the time exists because complete 
discovery hrS not been provided. Without complete discovery, it is impossible for counsel to 
identify wh~t I.c.R. 12(b) motions, if any, need to be brought. 
DATED this 151 day of December, 2010. 
1· MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME IN WHiCH TO FILE CRIMINAL 
PRETRIAL MOTIONS 
000063 OR\G\~JAL 
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,., 
David Z. Nevin 
Jeffrey Brownson 
( 
NEVIN, BENJAMIN, McKAY & BARTLETT LLP 
P.O. Box 2772 
303 West Bannock 
Boise, Idaho 8370 I 
(208) 343-1000 
Attorneys for the Defendant 
TN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE TIDRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATEOFTDAHO, ) 
) CASE NO. CR-201O-25149 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
VS. ) ORDER GRANTING 
) DEFENDANT'S SECOND 




Pursuant to Defendant's Second Motion for Grand Jury Transcript, and good cause 
appearing, 
IT IS ORDERED that a transclipt of all the grand jury proceedings, except 
deliberations, including, but not necessarily limited to, any statements made by the prosecuting 
~ltorneys to the grand jury, including any opening and c1osin~ remarks, any instructions 
regarding the applicable law, including any written jury instructions provided to the grand jury 
for their consideration in this matter, a<; well as a copy of the admitted exhibits be prepared at 
Defendant's own expense, and a<; soon as possible. 
ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANT'S SECOND MOTION FOR GRAND JURY 
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," 
DATED this _ day of November, 2010. n DEC 3 2010 
~ 
. $-. 
ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANT'S SECOND MOTION FOR GRAND JURY 
TRANSCRIPT- Page 2 
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!~. 




David Z. Nevin 
Jeffrey Brownson 
NEVIN, BENJAMIN, McKAY & BARTLETT LLP 
P.O. Box 2772 
303 West Bannock 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
(208) 343-1000 
Attorneys for the Defendant 
""' -~ .. "'-'."'" "'-'~"'J ~ .... ~,~, ... ~~ IltJ LVI"I"""9".,JULJ .. .)/.> 
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nEC 0 7 2010 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
J DRAKE, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 












CASE NO. CRlO-25149 
ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF 
TIME IN WHICH TO FILE 
CRIMINAL PRETRIAL MOTIONS 
Defendant Chris Allen Stone, having moved the Court for its order extending the time in 
which to file LC.R. 12(b) and other pretrial motions, and the Court having detennined that good 
callse to grant the motion exists, IT IS ORDERED that the time to file l.C.R. 12(b) and other 
pretrial motions is hereby extended until twenty-one (21) days after complete discovery is served 
upon Mr. Stone. DEC ;) 2010 
DATED this ___ day of December, 2010. 
Han. Renae J. Hoff 
1 • ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF T1ME IN WHICH TO 
rILE CRIMINAL RULE 12(b) MOTIONS 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERViCE 
I HEREB Y CERTIFY that on this 1sT day of December, 2010, I caused a true and correct 




to: Chris Topmiller, Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney, 1115 Albany, Caldwc/I, ID 83605 
David Z. Nevin 
2· MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME IN WHfCH TO FILE CRIMINAL 
PRETRIAL MOTIONS 
000067 
David Z. Nevin 
Jeffrey Brownson 
NEVIN, BENJAMfN, McKAY & BARTLETT LLP 
P.O. Box 2772 
30.3 West Bannock 
Boise, Idaho 8370.1 
(20.8) 343-1000 
Attorneys for the Defendant 
DEC 1 7 2010 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
J DRAKE, DEPUTY . 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 












CASE NO. CR-2DIO-25149 
ORDER FOR LISTING OF 
JUROR'S VOTE 
Pursuant to Stipulation of the parties, and good cause appealing, 
IT IS ORDERED THAT the Court produce to the parties the list of all jurors voting in 
favor and against the Superceding Indictment filed in this case on October 13, 20.10. 
DATED This _ day of Decemb ,20.1 DEC 1 6 2010 
1 • ORDER FOR LISTING OF JUROR'S VOTE 
000068 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: RENAE J. HOFF DATE: JANUARY 4,2011 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) COURT MINUTE 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO: CR2010-25149 
) 
vs. ) TIME: 9:00 A.M. 
) 
CHRISTOPHER ALLEN STONE, ) 
) 
REPORTED BY: Kim Saunders 
Defendant. ) DCRT3 (955-1000) 
---------------------) 
This having been the time heretofore set for pretrial conference in the above 
entitled matter, the State was represented by Mr. Chris Topmiller, Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney for Canyon County, and the defendant was personally present with counsel, 
Mr. David Nevin. 
The Court called fhe case, noted the parties present and further n~ted that the 
Court and counsel had' discussed a scheduling conflict with a case MrJ Nevin was 
! 
involved due to dates Judge Win mill had set in that matter. Therefore, while Mr. Nevin 
had advised Judge Win mill of the conflict, that case remained set; and counsel and the 
Court had discussed re-setting this matter to commence on July 13, 2011 for nine (9) 
days. 
The Court noted that it had discussed scheduling issues with the parties and 
further noted that a transcript of the defendant's interrogation was expected within the 
COURT MINUTE 
JANUARY 4,2011 Page 1 000069 
next seven (7) days. The Court further noted it would allow the defense until January 
11, 2011 to file any additional motions and the State would then have fourteen (14) days 
in which to respond. The Court continued this matter for pretrial conference/motion 
hearing until February 16, 2011 at 9:00 a.m., noting said hearing would be set for 
a full day. 
The Court addressed counsel and noted for the record it would prepare a rough 
draft of a juror questionnaire form and would submit the same to counsel within the next 
two (2) weeks; and the same could be addressed on February 16th . 
The Court re-set the jury trial to commence July 13, 2011 at 9:00 a.m. for 
nine (9) days. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, each of counsel concurred with the Court's 
recitation of the discussions held with the Court and counsel. 
Mr. Nevin noted for the record that he had not actually spoken to Judge Winmill 
personally reg1rding the scheduling conflict, only his clerk, 
The Court determined the defendant understood the proceeding this date and 
there were no further issues to address at this time. 
The defendant was remanded to the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff to be 
held without bond pending further proceedings. 
Deputy Clerk 
COURT MINUTE 
JANUARY 4, 2011 Page 2 000070 
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BRYANF. TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 




Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) CASE NO. CR2010-25149 
) 
Plaintiff, ) 
) MOTION TO EXTEND TIME 
vs. ) FOR PRE-TRIAL MOTIONS 
) AND NOTICE OF HEARING 
CHRIS STONE, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW, Christopher N. Topmiller, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney of the 
canton County Prosecuting Attorney's Office and hereby rutes this Court for an Order to Extend 
time· for filing Pre-Trial Motion until the 151 day of February, 2011 for the reasons the delay for filing 
caused by: 
1. The State recently received a new Motion to Dismiss from the Defense 
Attorney, David Nevin, and needs further time to prepare for said motion; 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR 
PRE-TRAIL MOTIONS AND 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
000071. 
2. Said Deputy Prosecuting attorney has just been tasked to try a 
manslaughter case that is going to Jury Trial during the deadline date for the filing of the 
Pre-Trial Motions. 
Oral argument requested. 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
Notice is hereby given that a hearing on the Motion to Extend Time in the above entitled 
matter is scheduled for the 24th day of January, 2011, at the hour of 1 :30 p.m., before the 
Honorable Renae J. Hoff. 
DATED This 18th day of January, 2011. 
CHRISTOPHER N. TOP MILLER 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Notice ofIntent was 
mailed to the Defendant's attorney of record, David Z. Nevin, at his post office mailing address 
on or about this 18th day of January, 2011. 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR 
PRE-TRAIL MOTIONS AND 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
--=<:..~.L~~_. 
CHRISTOPHER N. TOPMILLER 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
2 
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BRYAN F. TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
CANYON;?OUNTY CLERK 
t., . (!;;DEPUTY 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHRIS A STONE 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2010-25149 
MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME 
FOR HEARING AND NOTICE OF 
HEARING 
COMES NOW, CHRISTOPHER N. TOPMILLER, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney of the 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attomey'~ Office and hereby moves this Court for an Order to 
shorten time for a Motion to Extend Time for Pre-Trail Motions to be heard. That the hearing is 
necessary prior to the Pre-Trial Motion deadline date January 25,2011, for the reasons set forth 
in the Motion to Extend Time for Pre-Trial Motion filed herewith. 
MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME 
FOR HEARING AND NOTICE 
OF HEARING 
000073 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
Notice is hereby given that a hearing on the Motion to Shorten time in the above entitled 
matter is scheduled for the 24th day of January, 2011, at the hour of 1 :30 p.m., before the 
Honorable Renae J. Hoff. 
DATED This 18th day of January, 2011. 
I HEREB Y CERTIFY that a true and correct 
copy ofthe foregoing instrument was served 
upon the attorney for the defendant, David Z. 
Nevin at Attorney at Law, P.O. Box 2772, 
Boise, ID 83701, by First Class Mail to the 
foregoing address, on or about the 18th day of 
January, 2011. 
J C~N.TOPM~ 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME 




Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
, ,., 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: RENAE J. HOFF DATE: January 24,2011 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) COURT MINUTE 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO: CR2010-25149*C 
) 
vs. ) TIME: 1 :30 P.M. 
) 
CHRIS A. STONE, ) REPORTED BY: Carole Bull 
) 
Defendant. ) DCRT3 (2:09-2: 11 ) 
) 
This having been the time heretofore set for motion to extend time for pretrial 
motions in the above entitled matter, the State was represented by Ms. Lisa Wenninger, 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County, and the defendant was not personally present 
in court, but was represented by counsel, Mr. David Z. Nevin 
The Court noted the State's motion to extend time to file pretrial motions until February 
1" an~ the motion to shorten time. 
Mr. Nevin advised the Court that the defense had no objection to the motion to shorten 
time or to the substantive motion. 
Ms. Wenninger advised the Court they were seeking to extend the time, not change any 
other dates and advised the Court that Mr. Topmiller, who was first chair in this case, was 
currently in a manslaughter trial and would be otherwise unavailable this week so they were just 
asking for extra time. 
COURT MINUTE 
January 24, 2011 
000075 
Page 1 
The Court noted it didn't have any problem extending the time and granted the motion. 
The Court advised the Courts and Transports officer that the defendant would not need 
to be transported to the courtroom. 
COURT MINUTE 
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David Z. Nevin 
Jeffrey Brownson 
NEVIN, BENJAMIN, McKAY & BARTLETT LLP 
P.O. Box 2772 
303 West Bannock 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
(208) 343-1000 
Attorneys for the Defendant 
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CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
C ATKINSON, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 













CASE NO. CRlO-25149 
ORDER V ACA TING AND 
RESETTING PRETRIAL 
CONFERENCE AND MOTIONS 
HEARING 
Pursuant to Stipulation between the parties, and good cause appearing, it is Ordered 
that the pretrial conference and motions hearing presently set for February 16,2011 be and 
hereby is vacated and reset to April 4, 2011 at 1 :30 p.m. 
DATED this ___ day of February, 201 I. 
FEB 0 9 2011 
1 • ORDER V ACA TING AND RESETIING PRETRlAL CONFERENCE AND 
MOTIONS HEARING 
000077 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: RENAE J. HOFF DATE: April 4,2011 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) COURT MINUTE 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO: CR2010-25149*C 
) 
vs. ) TIME: 1 :30 P.M. 
) 
CHRIS A. STONE, ) REPORTED BY: Carole Bull 
) 
Defendant. ) DCRT3 (1 :35-5:13) 
) 
This having been the time heretofore set for motion to suppress and motion to 
dismiss in the above entitled matter, the State was represented by Mr. Chris Topmiller, 
Chief Criminal Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County and Ms. Lisa Wenninger, 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County, and the defendant appeared in court 
rerresented by counsel, Mr. David Z. Nevin and Mr. 1effrey Brownson. 
. The Court called the case, noted the partiesl present and noted the Court had 
i f 
been provided with two (2) volumes relating to interviews that were relevant to the 
motion to suppress, the Court had asked counsel to allow the Court to designate the 
volumes and there was an agreement that the shorter volume that contained seventy 
three (73) pages be designated as Volume 1 and the larger volume that contained three 
hundred ten (310) pages be designated as Volume 2. 
Each of counsel agreed. 
COURT MINUTE 
April 4, 2011 
000078 
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The Court understood there was going to be an amended Indictment filed at 
some point and inquired if the State was ready to proceed with that. 
Mr. Topmiller indicated a copy of the Amended Superseding Indictment was 
provided to Mr. Nevin and the State was waiting for a response. 
Mr. Nevin advised the Court that it was agreed the defense would withdraw the 
motion to dismiss and the State would move amend the charge to Second Degree 
Murder and Use of a Firearm During the Commission. He was furnished with a copy of 
the proposed Amended Superseding Indictment, but he had not had had an opportunity 
to review the document in detail. The defense was content to have the document filed 
with the understanding they were not stipulating to the document as worded in that 
there were no defects, but it was consistent with the agreement regarding resolution of 
the motion to dismiss. 
The Court indicated it appeared it needed to set an arraignment and Mr. Nevin 
indicated he just wanted the record to reflect the defendant was no longer charged with 
First Degree Murder and that maybe importrnt for his custody status as well. 
The Court Ordered the Amended $uperSeding Indictment filed and noted the 
Court understood counsel did not anticipate this being scheduled for preliminary 
hearing, but rather District Court arraignment on the Indictment and Mr. Topmiller 
concurred. 
COURT MINUTE 
April 4, 2011 
000079 
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In answer to the Court's inquiry, each of counsel indicated that with regards to 
the transcripts, they could endeavor to determine who identified speakers were and to 
stipulate to the date, time and location of the interview. 
The Court noted it had received a letter from Mr. Nevin indicating a correction in 
Volume 2 to strike pages 168 through 182 because they overlapped. 
Mr. Topmiller agreed. 
Mr. Nevin suggested in order to make the record clear that it would be 
appropriate to pull these pages out, or strike through them so if this case was looked at 
again on appeal or some other setting, there was no mistake about what was going on. 
Mr. Topmiller indicated the State had no objection. 
The Court struck through pages 168 through 182 of Volume 2 and initialed the 
same. 
The Court understood the defense had an out of state expert witness and the 
parties had discussed calling that witness at this time, but the State had an objection to 
place on the record. 
Mr. Topmiller concurred, entered an objection to the witness testifying as an 
expert and presented argument to the Court. 
Mr. Nevin responded with argument in support of the witness being permitted to 
testify. 
The Court overruled the objection and indicated the State could renew the 
objection later if deemed necessary. 
COURT MINUTE 
April 4, 2011 
000080 
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The defendant's first witness, RICHARD OFSHE, was called and sworn by the 
clerk. 
Mr. Nevin requested the defendant's handcuffs be removed so he could take 
notes and Mr. Topmiller indicated the State had no objection. 
Sergeant Andy Kiehl of the Canyon County Sheriff's Office indicated they would 
need to put on a different form of restraint. 
The Court recessed at 1 :52 p.m. 
During the recess defendant's exhibits A, Band C were marked. 
The Court reconvened at 2:04 p.m. 
The witness was direct-examined by Mr. Nevin. Mr. Topmiller examined the 
witness in aid of objection and withdrew the objection. Direct-examination continued. 
Defendant's exhibit B was identified by the witness as his Curriculum Vitae. 
Mr. Nevin moved to exclude witnesses from the courtroom and there being no 
objection, the Court so Ordered and admonished the witnesses not to discuss their 
testimony with one anotper. 
Direct-examinatidn continued. Mr. Topmiller objected stating the witness was not 
qualified as an expert, Mr. Nevin responded with argument and the Court indicated the 
witness would be allowed to testify, but the State could renew the objection at a later 
time if necessary. 
Direct-examination continued. Mr. Nevin moved for admission of exhibit Band 
there being no objection, was Ordered admitted. Defendant's exhibit A was identified 
COURT MINUTE 
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by the witness as excerpts of part of the interrogation of the defendant. Mr. Nevin 
moved to publish what had previously been designated as Volume 1 and Volume 2 and 
Mr. Topmiller indicated the State had no objection. 
The Court recessed at 3:25 p.m. 
The Court reconvened at 3:45 p.m. and direct-examination continued. 
Defendant's exhibit C was identified by the witness as a transcript of a telephone 
conversation between the defendant and his mother. Mr. Nevin moved for admission of 
defendant's exhibit A, Mr. Topmiller objected and presented argument, the Court 
overruled the objection and exhibit A was Ordered admitted as an illustrative document. 
Mr. Nevin moved for admission of defendant's exhibit C and there being no objection, 
was Ordered admitted. Defendant's exhibit D was marked, identified as a diagram 
drawn by the witness, was offered and there being no objection, was Ordered admitted 
for illustrative purposes. The witness was cross-examined by Mr. Topmiller and re-
direct examined. 
The C'frt noted it spoke with counsel regarding some Piential continued dates 
for this hearin6, those being April 26th , May 11th or May 1 ih. . 
Mr. Nevin indicated he would like to speak with his medical expert to see when 
he was available. 
The Court instructed counsel to do so within forty eight (48) hours then contact 
the State and Court. 





The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff to 
be held without bond pending further proceedings. 
COURT MINUTE 
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---,A.M. I :3IQ P.M. 
arr APR 04 2011 
BRYAN F. TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
S MAUND, DEPUTY 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
CASE NO. CR2010-25149 
Plaintiff, 
AMENDED SUPERCEDING INDICTMENT 
vs. 
CHRIS A STONE, 
Defendant. 
for the crimes of: 
PART I - MURDER IN THE SECOND 
DEGREE 
AIJ~ 2 
CHRIS A STONE is accused by the Grand Jury of Canyon County of the crime of PART 
I -MURDER IN THE SECOND DEGREE, a felony, Idaho Code Section 18-4001; 18-4002 & 
18-4003(g); P 
committed as follows: 
PART I 
That the Defendant, Christopher Stone, on or about the 29th day of August, 2010, 
in the County of Canyon, State of Idaho, did willfully, unlawfully, deliberately, and with malice 







All of which is contrary to Idaho Code, Section 18-4001; 18-4002 & 18-4003(g) 
and against the power, peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
PART II 4ij/l 
I> <? 
<r 
29th day of August, 2010, ?Oij 
to Idaho Code Section 19-2520 and against t 
A TRUE BILL 
Presented in Open Court this ± day of_=-)p-f=I'-r-L-I-l-I _______ , 20 JL. 
Foreman of the Grand Jury of 
Canyon County, State of Idaho 
.s/~J -4t-~ ~~ 
J 
~ .>o/~~ rf /~~ 




DR. ROBERT DIETER, ME 




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 

















CASE NO. CR 2010-25149*C 
ORDER OF THE COURT 
REGARDING PRETRIAL MOTIONS 
The above captioned case came on before the Court on the 4th day of April, 
2011, on the Defendant's Motion to Suppress and Motion to Dismiss. Mr. Chris 
Topmiller and Ms. Lisa Wenninger were present on behalf ot the State and the 
defendant appeared in person and with his counsel of record, Mr. David Nevin and 
Mr. Jeffrey Brownson. The Motion to Suppress filed by the defendant related to 
statements made by the defendant to law enforcement on or about the 29TH of 
August,2010. Those statements were contained in two (2) separate volumes, one (1) 
volume containing seventy-three (73) pages and the other volume containing three 
hundred and ten (310) pages. After inquiry by the Court each counsel stipulated that 
ORDER RE: PRETRIAL MOTIONS Page 1 
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the shorter volume containing seventy-three (73) pages would hereafter be known 
and designated as Volume I and the second volume containing three hundred and ten 
(310) pages would be known and designated as Volume II. Each volume contained 
questioning or comments entitled, "Unidentified Speaker". The counsel stipulated 
that they would endeavor to determine if they could agree on who the unidentified 
speakers were and stipulate to it. In addition, each side agreed that they would 
determine if they could stipulate to the identity of the unidentified speaker in the 
respective volumes as well as the date, time and location of the interview. The 
parties further stipulated that what has been identified as pages 169-182 contained in 
Volume II should be stricken because it is a duplication already contained in Volume 
II. 
IT IS THEREFORE HEREBY ORDERED that the State shall have seven (7) 
days in which to submit to the defense their proposed speaker identification as well 
as time, place and location of interview and the defense shall thereafter have seven 
(7) days in which to reply in writing as to whether concur with the conclusions of the 
State or disagree and if they have additional information for clarification. 
The State presented an Amended Superseding Indictment for filing 
containing Part I, Murder in fue Second Degree and P~rt II, Possession of a Firearm 
and/or Deadly Weapon in the Commission of a Crime. The defense indicated there 
was no objection to the filing of the Amended Superseding Indictment and in relation 
therewith they would withdraw the pending Motion to Dismiss. 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that District Court Arraignment on the Amended 
Superseding Indictment is hereby scheduled for May 11TH, 2011 at 9:00 A.M. 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Motion to Suppress which was 
commenced on the 4TH day of April shall continue on May 11-12, 2011, at 9:00 
A.M. 
DATED: APR 1 3 2011 
ORDER RE: PRETRIAL MOTIONS Page 3 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing Order was forwarded by me 
to the following persons this A day of April, 2011. 
Chris Topmiller 
Lisa Wenninger 
Deputy Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
1115 Albany St. 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
David Nevin 
NEVIN BENJAMIN & McKAY 
P. O. Box 2772 
Boise,ID 83701 
ORDER RE: PRETRIAL MOTIONS 
Chris Yamamoto, Clerk 
~ 
by Deputy Clerk of the Court 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: RENAE J. HOFF DATE: May 11,2011 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) COURT MINUTE 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO: CR2010-25149*C 
) 
vs. ) TIME: 9:00 A.M. 
) 
CHRIS A. STONE, ) REPORTED BY: Carole Bull 
) 
Defendant. ) DCRT3 (9:01-3:08) 
) 
This having been the time heretofore set for second day of motion to suppress 
and motion to dismiss in the above entitled matter, the State was represented by Mr. 
Chris Topmiller, Chief Criminal Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County and Ms. Lisa 
Wenninger, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County, and the defendant 
appeared in court represented by counsel, Mr. David Z. Nevin and Mr. Jeffrey 
Brownson. 
The Court reviewed prior proceedings held and noted the Court was continuing 
this date with the suppression issue. 
Mr. Nevin advised the Court that the defendant was going to call Dr. Beaver, but 
counsel thought it may be useful to have a conversation with the Court about how to 






Mr. Topmiller objected to the testimony of Dr. Beaver and presented argument in 
support of the objection. 
Mr. Nevin responded with argument and requested the Court overrule the 
objection. 
Mr. Topmiller responded with additional argument in support of the State's 
objection. 
The Court advised counsel it was going to allow the defense to put Dr. Beaver on 
as an offer of proof and at the conclusion it appeared the Court would need briefing 
from both sides. 
The defendant's second witness, CRAIG W. BEAVER, was called, sworn by the 
clerk and direct-examined by Mr. Nevin. Defendant's exhibit E was marked, identified 
as a copy of St. Alphonsus Medical Records and offered so long as the Court would 
agree to enter an order that the records be sealed while being held in the court record 
so they were not available to public view. Mr. Topmiller examined the witness in aid of 
objection and indicated the State hid no objection. Defendant's exhibit E was ordere~ 
admitted and sealed as an exhibit t~ be viewed only by the Court and counsel. Dired-
examination continued. Mr. Topmiller objected and requested the Court strike the 
portion of the witness's testimony regarding interrogation techniques. The Court 
sustained the objection. Direct-examination continued. 
The Court recessed at 10:09 a.m. 





The witness was cross-examined by Mr. Topmiller, re-direct examined and re-
cross examined. There being no objection, the Court excused the witness. 
The defendant's third witness, ALLEN STONE, was called, sworn by the clerk 
and direct-examined by Mr. Nevin. 
Mr. Nevin advised the Court the defense had no further witnesses. 
Mr. Topmiller advised the Court that the State's next witness, Corporal Maund, 
was currently in class, he had been called and was on his way. 
The Court recessed at 10:40 a.m. 
The Court reconvened at 10:54 a.m. 
The Court noted prior to recessing it had been advised by the State that it would 
be calling Corporal Maund as a witness. During the recess the Court spoke with 
counsel in chambers and advised them that this Court's in-court clerk was married to 
Corporal Maund, the Court wanted to make sure there was no concern having her 
continue working on this case and the Court had assured the parties that there was a 
professional relationship. I J 
Mr. Nevin advise~ the Court that they had no objection k eping the 
arrangements the way they were and proceeding status quo. 
Mr. Topmiller indicated the State had no objection. 
The Court recessed at 10:56 a.m. 





The State's first witness, PAUL MAUND, was called, sworn by the Court and 
direct-examined by Ms. Wenninger. 
Mr. Nevin requested, pursuant to Rule 612(a), that the materials the witness just 
used to refresh his recollection be produced. The Court so Ordered. Additionally, Mr. 
Nevin requested he be provided with a copy of those materials after the hearing today. 
Ms. Wenninger indicated the State had no problem with the request. 
The Court noted for the record counsel stipulated to produce that material. 
The witness was cross-examined by Mr. Nevin. There being no objection, the 
witness was excused by the Court. 
The State's second witness, FRANK HERNANDEZ, was called, sworn by the 
clerk, direct-examined by Ms. Wenninger and cross-examined by Mr. Nevin. There 
being no objection, the witness was excused by the Court. 
The Court advised counsel it intended to arraign the defendant on the Amended 
Superseding Indictment then recess for the lunch recess. 
The Court advised the defendant that an Amended SUperSjding Indictment had 
been filed on Alril 4, 2011 charging him with the felony offensJ of Second Degree 
Murder which carried a maximum possible penalty of life imprisonment, a $50,000.00 
fine and a mandatory minimum ten (10) years. Part II alleged he used a handgun in 
commission of the crime which could increase the sentence received for Second 





penalty payable to the victim and a requirement to surrender a DNA Sample and right 
thumbprint impression. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Nevin indicated the defendant waived formal 
reading of the Amended Superseding Indictment and plead not guilty. 
The Court noted the jury trial had previously been set and that date would 
maintained. 
The Court recessed at 11 :43 a.m. 
The Court reconvened at 1 :17 p.m. 
Mr. Nevin advised the Court that he wanted to make sure the transcripts 
produced at the last hearing were part of the record. 
The Court indicated those transcripts were designated as Volumes 1 and 2, but 
they had not been marked, or admitted as exhibits. 
After discussing the matter with each of counsel, Volume 1 was marked as 
State's exhibit #1 and Volume 2 was marked as State's exhibit #2. 
The Court noted that brought up the issue of rhat was given to the Court this 
mOl ning, that being the transcripts. On April 13th thd Court had Ordered that counsel 
make an effort to give titles to unidentified speakers and that they indicate the date, time 
and location of the interview. The Court did not see any of that information on the 
transcripts, although counsel had put initials on a number of locations to designate who 





Mr. Nevin advised the Court that counsel had agreed the State would make an 
attempt to identify the speakers in Volume 1, the defense would identify the speakers on 
Volume 2 and they have exchanged those volumes. 
The Court advised counsel it still needed what they could agree on with regards 
to time, date and location because that was not clear and it was likely critical to this 
case. The Court indicated it would address the issue when they were done with the 
testimony. 
Mr. Nevin moved for admission of State's exhibit #1 and #2 into evidence and 
there being no objection, the Court so Ordered. 
Ms. Wenninger advised the Court for the record that the material Mr. Nevin had 
requested from Corporal Maund had been provided and Mr. Nevin concurred. 
The State's third witness, CHRISTOPHER MCCORMICK, was called, sworn by 
the clerk, direct-examined by Mr. Topmiller, cross-examined by Mr. Nevin, re-direct 
examined and re-cross examined. 
Mr. Topmiller advised the Court the Slate had no further witnesses. 
The Court indicated it would address the issue of completing the transcript and 
briefing. The Court received two offers of proof, both from expert witnesses, so whether 
their testimony should be admitted was the first issue and the ultimate issue was the 
voluntary nature of any confessions, or statements and Mr. Topmiller concurred. 
Mr. Nevin indicated he thought the Court decided Dr. Of she's testimony had 





Mr. Nevin advised the Court that he would like to get a transcript prepared and he spoke 
with the State about sharing the costs 
Mr. Topmiller indicated the State did see a problem with regards to the transcript, 
but the State was concerned about the trial setting and suggested they may need to 
look at an alternate setting. 
The Court recessed at 2:35 p.m. to speak with counsel in chambers. 
The Court reconvened at 3:02 p.m. 
Mr. Topmiller was no longer present and Ms. Wenninger was present on behalf 
of the State. 
The Court noted it spoke with counsel in chambers and after additional 
discussions the following schedule was agreed upon. The Court reporter would have 
the transcript completed by June 1 st, thereafter briefing covering the two areas would be 
provided by the defense by June 14th and the State would respond by June 24th. The 
Court would contact counsel and let them know if the Court was going to provide a 
ruling from the bench, or in writing'l Additionally, the July trial date would remain as srt, 
but a backup trial date would be ~et beginning September 13, 2011 at 9:00 a.m. ~or 
i 
nine (9) days. 
The Court noted the last issue was with regards to what had been designated as 
Volume 1 and Volume 2 and getting the time, date, locations and the speakers on those 
transcripts. The Court understood both sides have exchanged the volumes and they 





and get back with each other. The Court instructed the State to prepare a proposed 
stipulation indicating what they had agreed to and attach the two transcript copies so 
they could go through State's exhibit 1 and 2 and make sure the parties agreed to those 
interlinations. 
The Court indicated with regards to oral argument, the Court's staff would contact 
counsel and include that in the new Court order. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff to 






LED A.M. ___ P.M. 
1 8 2011 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
C ATKINSON, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 



















CASE NO. CR 2010-25149*C 
ORDER RE: PRETRIAL MOTIONS 
The above captionrd case came on for continued hearing before the cor on 
Defendant's Motion to SJppress on May 11 TH, 2011. Mr. Christopher Topmill r and 
Ms. Lisa Wenninger were present on behalf of the State. The Defendant appeared in 
person and with his counsel Mr. David Nevin and Mr. Jeffrey Brownson. The parties 
completed testimony and evidence in relation to the Motion to Suppress. Both sides 
indicated that prior to briefing the issue they wish to obtain a transcript of the 
ORDER RE: PRETRIAL MOTIONS Page 1 
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proceedings and that they would jointly share the cost thereof. 
ACCORDINGL Y, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that a transcript of the 
proceeding shall be prepared and completed by June 1 ST, 2011. Thereafter the Defense 
shall have until June 14TH, 2011 at 9:00 A.M. to submit briefing on issues relating to the 
offers of proof of Dr. Of she and Dr. Beaver and then the ultimate issue relating to 
suppression. The State shall have until June 24TH, 2011 at 9:00 A.M. to submit briefing 
in response. This matter is further scheduled for argument on the motion on June 27TH, 
2011, at 1:30 P.M. at the Canyon County Courthouse. 
The Court had previously ordered the parties and they had agreed to supply the 
Court with indications as to who the unidentified speakers were in Volumes I (State's 
exhibit #1) and Volume II (State's exhibit #2). Although the parties submitted 
information in relation to the identity of the speakers, there was no information in 
relation to the location, time or date. Accordingly, it was agreed that the State would 
prepare a rough draft of these issues, submit it to the Defense to determine if such could 
be stipulated and then a STIPULATED EXHIBIT would be submitted the Court within 
the next thirty (30) days. The STIPULATED EXHIBIT will consist of Volume I and 
Volume II of t e transcri t with the s eakers identified and the location time and 
date of the int rviews. This STIPULATED EXHIBIT will be used by the Court to 
determine the legal issues. The parties will reference the STIPULATED EXHIBIT in 
briefing the remaining issues. 
The parties acknowledged that the jury trial continued to be set for July 13_22ND, 
2011; however the parties selected a back-up date if needed of September 13-23,2011. 
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THE PARTIES ARE HEREBY ORDERED to comply with the directives 
containedjn this order. 
DATED: 
ORDER RE: PRETRIAL MOTIONS Page 3 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Order was 
forwarded by me to the following this L day of May, 2011. 
Bryan F. Taylor 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany st. 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
David Z. Nevin 
Jeffrey E. Brownson 
BENJAMIN NEVIN & McKAY 
P.O. Box 2772 




Transcripts and Appeals Clerk 
ORDER RE: PRETRIAL MOTIONS 
Chris Yamamoto, Clerk 
CL1~~ 
Deputy Clerk of the Court 
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CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
Bi!r DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 


















CASE NO. CR 201O-2S149*C 
ORDER RESCHEDULING 
CASE FOR JURY TRIAL 
Pursuant to Stipulation of the parties, and good cause appearing, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the current nine (9) day jury trial schedule for July 13-
25,2011 be vacated and reset for Se tember 13-23 20ll at 9:00 A.M. before the Honorabl! 
Renae Hoff, District Judge, at the Canyon County Courthouse, Caldwell, Idaho. 
DATED: JUN 2 7 20H 
1 
ORDER RESETTING CASE 
0001.02 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Order was forwarded 
to the following persons on this I)~ day of June, 2011. 
David Nevin 
NEVIN, BENJAMIN, McKA Y& BARTLETT, LLP 
PO Box 2772 
Boise, ID 83701 
Bryan F. Taylor 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attroney 
1115 Albany St. 
Caldwell,ID 83605 
ORDER RESETTING CASE 
0001.03 
Chris Yamamoto, Clerk 
by Deputy Clerk of the Courts 
2 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: RENAE J. HOFF DATE: June 29, 2011 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) COURT MINUTE 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO: CR2010-25149*C 
) 
vs. ) TIME: 9:00 A.M. 
) 
CHRIS A. STONE, ) REPORTED BY: Carole Bull 
) 
Defendant. ) DCRT3 (9:06-11 :52) 
) 
This having been the time heretofore set for oral argument and ruling on 
motion to suppress in the above entitled matter, the State was represented by Mr. 
Chris Topmiller, Chief Criminal Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County and Ms. Lisa 
Wenninger, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County, and the defendant 
appeared in court represented by counsel, Mr. David Z. Nevin. 
The co~rt reviewed prior proceedings held and noted this ~atter was before the 
Court for argument on the motion to suppress. Additionally, this Court received copies 
of the corrections on who the unidentified speakers were in the exhibit submitted on the 
transcriptions, but the Court had not received the original. 
Ms. Wenninger indicated the State would get that to the Court by the conclusion 
of this hearing. 
COURT MINUTE 
June 29, 2011 
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In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Nevin indicated he was fine with the State 
furnishing that to the Court assuming counsel provided the one he reviewed. 
The Court indicated it wanted each side to initial that as approved as to form and 
content with the date. 
The Court instructed counsel to proceed with argument. 
Mr. Nevin presented argument to the Court in support of the motion to suppress. 
Mr. Topmiller responded with argument in opposition to the motion. 
Mr. Nevin presented concluding argument in support of the motion. 
The Court recessed at 10:28 a.m. 
The Court reconvened at 10:51 a.m. 
The Court noted for the record that counsel had provided to the Court the 
transcript of Volumes #1 and #2. 
The Court expressed opinions and concluded Dr. Of she was qualified as an 
expert in the field of coercive police interrogation techniques and the Court would 
consi~er his testimony in deciding the motion to sUPfress. Additionally, the Court 
concl~ded that Dr. Beaver was qualified as an expe~ in relation to the defendant's 
diabetes and effects of the pain medication administered to the defendant, but the Court 
declined to consider his testimony on psychological makeup which may have caused 
the defendant to change his recollection of events. 
The Court announced Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law. The Court 
concluded statements made in this case by the defendant were made voluntarily and 
COURT MINUTE 
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that the defendant's right to counsel was never invoked. The Court denied the motion 
to suppress. The Court's findings and conclusions would stand in the record as stated 
and the Court instructed the State to prepare an order denying the motion. 
Mr. Nevin asked about the trial date. 
The Court noted it had received a stipulation to proceed with the alternative date 
and the only thing they needed to discuss was whether they needed an additional 
pretrial motion date .. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff to 
be held without bond pending further proceedings. 
COURT MINUTE 
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CA~YON COUNTY CLERI( 
S RAYNE, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 


















CASE NO. CR 2010-25 149*C 
SECOND 
ORDER OF THE COURT 
RE: PRETRIAL MOTIONS 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above entitled matter shall be set for 
Pretrial Conference and hearing upon the State's Motion in Liminr on August 26TH, 
2011 at 9: 0 A.M. I 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Defense shall submit briefing 
regarding Dr. Of she's testimony no later than July 15TH, 2011. The State shall 
submit their response no later than July 30TH, 2011. 
DATED: 






CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing Order was forwarded by me 
to the following persons this -i- day of July, 2011. 
Chris Topmiller 
Lisa Wenninger 
Deputy Canyon County Prosecuting Attorneys 
1115 Albany St. 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
David Nevin 
NEVIN BENJAMIN & McKAY 
P. O. Box 2772 
Boise, ID 83701 
FAX: (208) 345-8274 ~ 
ORDER RE: PRETRIAL MOTIONS 
0001.08 
Chris Yamamoto, Clerk 
/~~ 








TRANS~HS~3ION VERIFICA nON REPORT 
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~/\::::~ A.tr_ u- P.M. 
JUL 1 .. 2 2011 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
1
1C!. DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DIST-RICTOp U,-{ 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHRIS A STONE, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2010-25149 
ORDER DENYING DEFENSE 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
With this matter having been heard before the Court on April 4, 2011, May 11,2011, and 
June 29, 2011, and after consideration of the Defendant's Brief, witness testimony at hearing, 
and arguments by both parties, and for good cause showing, 
Motion to Suppress is THEREFORE DENIED. 
DATED this ______ day of 
ORDER DENYING DEFENSE 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS 1 
0001-1-0 
JUl 1 1 2011,2011. 
lw F \ .A.k~·M. 
BRYAN F. TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
JUl ,2 20" 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
Z HELFRICH, DEPUTY 
1115 Albany 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
IN THE MATTER OF THE 
APPLICA TION 
OF A WARRANT OF DETENTION FOR 
CHRIS A. STONE 
S.S.N.:
DOB : 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
County of Canyon ) 
ss 
CASE NO. CRI0-25149 
AFFIDA VIT FOR A 
WARRANT OF DETENTION 
Detective Christorher McCormick, being first duly sworn, deposes and sars: 
That he is a duly < ppointed, qualified and acting peace officer within Canton 
County, State ofIdaho, and that: 
(A) There is reasonable grounds to believe that Chris A. Stone committed the 
described offense of Murder in the Second Degree, Felony I.C. § 18-4001, 18-4002 and 
18-4003(g). To Wit: 
000111. 
AFFIDAVIT FOR A DETENTION ORDER - 1 - IGINAL 
• < , 
On 8/29/2010, at approximately 17:58, Canyon County Sheriffs Deputies were 
dispatched to 22798 Elsie Street in Caldwell in reference to a shooting which had just 
occurred at that location. The reporting party (later identified as Chris A. Stone) advised 
he had shot his wife in self defense following an altercation wherein she had pulled a 
knife and stabbed him in the abdomen. 
Once on scene, deputies made contact with Chris outside the residence where he 
was detained without incident. A lifeless female (later identified as Florence Stone) was 
located a short distance away slumped in the back of a min-van parked in the driveway. 
She was laying face down in a pool of blood with what appeared to be two gunshot 
wounds to the back of her head. Florence was subsequently pronounced dead at the scene 
and Chris transported to Saint Alphonsus Regional Medical Center in Boise due to the 
extent of his injuries. 
Chris was interviewed at Saint Alphonsus regarding the events leading up to the 
shooting. Though not in custody, he was advised of his Miranda Rights to which he 
indicated he understood. Chris told investigators he and Florence were going through an 
ugly divorce and she had come over to his residence to collect the last of her belongings 
as per the divofce decree. Chris stated as she was loading the items int, her van, Florence 
at some point Jetrieved a steak knife from the back of the vehicle and thrust it backwards 
into his abdomen, at which point he retrieved his pistol from his right front pocket and 
fired two rounds into the back of her neck in self defense. Following the assault, Chris 
said he walked into his residence and immediately called 911 to report the incident. 
When inconsistencies with his story and the evidence presented were addressed, 
Chris eventually changed his story and told investigators as Florence was loading items 
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into her van she told him something to the effect of, "You're so stupid, don't you know I 
just married you for your green card." According to Chris, this statement really set him 
off, so he pulled out his gun, pointed it at her head and told her, "I should kill you ... you 
fucking whore" which is when Florence retrieved a steak style knif~from her rear 
floor board and stuck it into his abdomen. This is when Chris said h~two rounds 
into her neck. 
(B) Procurement of evidence of identifying physical characteristics of Chris A. 
Stone may contribute to the identification of the person who committed the above-
described offense. 
(C) A sample of the defendant's blood is not available for examination at this 
time to the investigating officer which is necessary to complete the require analysis for 
identifiable physical characteristics. 
GIVEN UNDER MY HAND and dated this 8th day of July, 2011. 
SUJSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this /---+_ 
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BRYAN F. TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
F 1 ..A.~dM. 
JUL 1 2 2011 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
Z HELFRICH, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
IN THE MATTER OF THE 
APPLICATION 
OF A WARRANT OF DETENTION FOR 
CHRIS A. STONE 
S.S.N.: 
DOB :  
CASE NO. CRI0-25149 
ORDER OF DETENTION 
Upon the Application of the Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney's office, and its 
supporting oral Affidavit, and good cause appearing therefore; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, AND THIS DOES ORDER that the alleged criminal 
offense of MURDER IN THE SECOND DEGREE, which is the subject of the State's 
Application is a felony in the State of Idaho; that the specific types of identifying physical 
characteristics evidence sought is, to-wit: blood sample of Chris A. Stone, 3/18/1961. 
Said identifying physical characteristics are relevant to the criminal investigation 
being conducted by Detective C. McCormick or a designee in that said evidence can be 
DETENTION ORDER - 1 -
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compared with evidence currently possessed by said officer to determine whether Chris A. Stone 
has committed the above mentioned crime. 
That Chris A. Stone, 3/18/1961, height 5'9, weight 220 pounds, brown hair, brown eyes 
is the individual who may be detained for the purposes of obtaining the above specified 
evidence. 
That Detective C. McCormick of the Canyon County Sheriff's Office, Canyon County, 
Idaho, or the appropriate law enforcement authorities shall effectuate the detention of said 
individual and obtain the above described evidence of identifying physical characteristics from 
the individual. 
That the obtaining of the above specified evidence of identifying physical characteristics 
shall take place at West Valley Medical Center, Caldwell, Idaho within the next 10 days and said 
individual may not be detained for a period of more than three (3) hours for the purpose of taking 
said evidence. 
That said individual, Chris A. Stone, shall have the right to legal counsel during the 
detention when such evidence is obtained and ifhe is unable to afford private counsel an attorney 
shall be provided for him at public expense. 
That said individual, Chris A. ftone, is under no legal obligation to submit to any 




That this Order will be executed at the time and date above specified which does not 
exceed ten (10) days from the date of this Order. That this order shall be returned to the Court 
not later than fifteen (15) days from this date, accompanied by a sworn statement indicating how 
and when the evidence was taken and the typ 
Dated this $day 
DETENTION ORDER - 3 -
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BRYANF. TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
F 'A.h:§s-:=9.M. 
JUL 1 2 2011 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
Z HELFRICH, OEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION 
OF A WARRANT OF DETENTION FOR 
CHRIS A. STONE 
S.S.N.: 
DOB : 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
ss. 
County of Canyon ) 
CASE NO. CRI0-25149 
RETURN TO ORDER 
Detective C. McCormick, after being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says: 
On 7/812011, at or about the hour of 4:05 p.m., pursuant to an Order issued by 
Judge Kotyk, accompanied by Deputy T. Stansell, at the West Valley Medical Center, 
Caldwell, Idaho, blood was obtained from the above entitled defendant, CHRIS A. 
STONE, DOB:  
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303 West Bannock 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
(208) 343-1000 
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CASE NO. CR-FE"Q,g08 .. 522G 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION IN 
LIMINE AND MEMORANDUM 
IN SUPPORT 
Defendant Chris Allen Stone, through his attorneys, moves the Court pursuant to Idaho 
Rules of Evidence l03(c), I04(c), and 611, and Luce v. United States, 469 U.S. 38,40, n.2 
(1984), for an order in limine forbidding the State at trial from causing or permitting the jury to 
hea!, read or otherwise become aware of the following matters lin any way, whether through the 
testmony of its witnesses, in cross examination of defense withe~ses, in colloquy or argument, or 
otherwise, whether in its case in chief or in rebuttal or surrebuttal: 
1. Referring to Florence Stone as the "victim"; 
2. Any evidence constituting other crimes, wrongs or acts involving Mr. Stone under IRE 
404(b); and 
1· DEFENDANT'S MOTION IN LIMINE AND MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
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3. Evidence that a copy of "Combat Handguns" magazine was found in Mr. Stone's 
dining room. 
MEMORANDUM 
The Amended Superceding Indictment charges Chris Stone in Part I wi"lh murder in the 
second degree in violation ofLC. §§ 184001, 18-4002 & 18-4003(g) and in Part II with using a 
handgun in the commission of a felony in violation of I.C. § 19-2520. These charges stem from 
an incident that occurred in broad daylight in a residential area during the early evening hours of 
August 29,2010. 
1. Reference to the deceased as a "victim" 
Whether Mrs. Stone was a victim of the crime of murder in the second degree is a matter 
to be detem1ined by the jury. Permitting the State and its law enforcement witnesses to refer to 
her as a victim is therefore fundamentally argumentative and unfairly invades the province of the 
Jury. 
References to Mrs. Stone as a "victim" also constitutes an expression of personal opinion 
by the prosecutors, which Idaho law forbids. In State )J. Garcia, 100 Idaho 108, 111,594 P .2d 
146, 149 (1979), the Idaho Supreme Court held that statements of personal belief or opinion by a 
prosecutor "as to the credibility of a witness are nOl. only improper, they may also rise to the level 
of unprofessional conduct." The Court explained: 
The reason for such a standard is that personal expressions by the prosecutor 
involve a form of unsworn. unchecked testimony, tend to exploit the influence of 
the office and undermine the objective detachment which should separate a lawyer 
from the case which he argues. 
Id at 111,549 P.2d at 149. 
2· DEFENDANT'S MOTION IN LIMINE AND MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
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A similar limitation applies to the State's witnesses. See, e.g., State v. Johnson, 119 
Idaho 852,810 P.2d 1138 (Ct. App. 1991) (physician improperly allowed to express opinion 
regarding credibility of children in alleged sex abuse case, a jury trial is for jury to determine the 
credibilily of a witness; judgment of conviction reversed and new trial ordered); State v. A !len, 
123 Idaho 880, 884-85, 853 P.2d 625,629-30 (Ct. App. 1993) (child psychiatrist with experience 
dealing with child victims of sexual abuse improperly allowed to testify that he had intervjewed 
the child at issue in this case and believed the child was sexually abused; judgment of conviction 
reversed and new trial ordered). 
Moreover, permitting Mrs. Stone to be referred to as a "victim" denies Mr. Stone his 
fundamental right to due process and a fair trial pursuant to the Fifth, Sixth and Fourteenth 
Amendments to the United States Constitution and article 1, section 13 of the Idaho Constitution, 
by undermining the presumption of innocence and diminishing the State's burden of proof. See 
Estelle v. Williams, 425 U.S. 501,503 (1976); and State v. Crawford, 99 Idaho 87, 95,577 P.2d 
1135,1143 (1978). 
Various states that have considered this issue have found it improper for the prosecution 
or the Court to refer to a complaining witness as the "victim." See, e.g., Jackson v. State, 600 
A.2d 21, 24 (Del. 1991) ("We agree witlthe defendant that the word 'victim' should not be used 
in a case where the commission of a eri e is in dispute. If) 
The same principles apply here. Mr. Stone denies that he unjustifiably killed Mrs. Stone. 
He is entitled to the presumption of innocence and a fair trial- both concepts preclude the State 
and its witnesses or the Court from referring to Mrs. Stone as a "victim." Whether Mrs. Stone is 
a "victim" is a determination that should be left solely within the province of the jury. 
3· DEFENDANT'S MOTION IN LIMINE AND MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
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Accordingly, Mrs. Stone should be referred to at trial by her name only or by a neutral term such 
as the "deceased." 
2. Any Evidence Constituting Other Crimes, Wrongs or Acts Involving Mr. 
Stone under IRE 404(b) 
a) Introduction 
Idaho Rule of Evidence 404(b) provides that evidence of other crimes, wrongs, or acts is 
not admissible to prove the character of a person in order to show that the person acted in 
conformity therewith on a specific occasion. State v. Grist, 147 Idaho 49,52,205 P.3d 1185, 
1188 (2009). This prohibition against propensity evidence was originally premised upon the 
common law rule that "the doing of a criminal act, not part of the issue, is not admissible as 
evidence of doing the criminal act charged." Id. (Citations omitted.) Thus, as noted by the Grist 
Court, when enacting the Idaho Rules of Evidence the "drafters of I.R.E. 404(b) were careful to 
guard against the admission of evidence that would unduly prejudice the defendant, while still 
allmving the prosecution to present probative evidence." Jd As a result, evidence of other 
crimes, wrongs, or acts is only admissible for other limited purposes, such as proof of motive, 
opportunity, intent, preparation, plan, knowledge, identity, or absence of mistake or accident. 
In order for evidence of uncharged conduct even to be considered, there must first be a 
determination the evidence i1 "relevant to a material and disputed issue concerning the ~rime 
I 
charged, other than criminal propensity." ld. (Emphasis added); see also State v. Medina, 128 
Idaho 19,909 P.2d 637 (Ct. App. 1996); State v. Wood, 126 Idaho 241,880 P.2d 771 (1994) 
(evidence of prior incidents of violence did not constitute motive or intent, thus not admissible 
under 404(b»); and State v. Anderson, 129 Idaho 763, 932 P.2d 886 (1997) (violent nature of 
4.. DEFENDANT'S MOTION IN LIMINE AND MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
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party not proof of opportunity, thus not admissible under 404(b )). Determining whether another 
crime, \\'Tong or act is relevant also includes a fmding that the "act [actually] occurred and that 
the defendant was the actor." Id. (citing United States v. Beechum, 582 F.2d 898, 912-13 (5th Cir. 
1978) (en bane), cert denied, 440 U.S. 920 (1979)). 
If an uncharged extrinsic act is determined to have actually occurred and to have been 
committed by the defendant, and is found relevant to a material and disputed issue concerning 
the crime charged, then the Court also "must engage in a balancing under I.R.E. 403 and 
detennine whether the danger of unfair prejudice substantially outweighs the probative value." 
Grist, 147 Idaho at 1188 (citations omitted). LR.E. 403 provides that "[a]Ithough relevant, 
evidence may be excluded if its probative value is substantially outweighed by the danger of 
unfair prejudice, confusion of the issues, or misleading the jury, or by considerations of undue 
delay, waste of time, or needless presentation of cumulative evidence." 
b. Statements allegedly made by Mr. Stone in April, 2010 
On January 11, 2011 the State filed its "Amended Notice of Intent Rule 404(b), LR.E. 
Evidence" asserting its intent to use certain evidence against Mr. Stone at trial. Specifically, the 
State seeks to introduce "[e]vidence of prior threatening statements made by the defendant to and 
about the victim porence Stone, offered by Daniel Button on or about the 27r day of April, 
2010." Id. The ~tate broadly asserts that it believes this evidence shows "in~ent, planning, 
preparation, plan, proof of motive and absence of mistake or accident." Jd. 
The evidence the State seeks to introduce is suspect at best. There is insufficient 
evidence to establish Mr. Stone actually made any threatening statements on April 27, 2010. 
These alleged statements, as gleaned from the discovery materials provided by the State, were 
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supposedly made shortly after rvirs. Stone informed Mr. Stone that she wanted a divorce and 
while Mr. Stone was intoxicated. This also happened to occur contemporaneously to an incident 
where Mrs. Stone asserted that Mr. Stone threw a cup of water at her - an incident the State 
declined to prosecute because of insufficient evidence. 
Ifthe Court is able to determine Mr. Stone actually made the statements, it must then 
consider whether the evidence would even be relevant to a material and disputed issue 
concerning the crime charged, other than propensity. Grist, 147 Idaho at 52, 205 P.3d at 1188. 
Evidence is relevant if it has "any tendency to make the existence of any fact that is of 
consequence to the determination of the action more probable or less probable than it would be 
without the evidence." I.R.E.401. And "consequence to the detennination of an action" must be 
detem1ined at the outset by what is contained in the charging document. Here, the Amended 
Superceding Indictment provides: 
That the Defendant, Christopher Stone, on or about the 29th day of August, 2010, 
in the County of Canyon, State ofIdaho, did willfully, unlawfully, deliberately, 
and with malice aforethought, kill and murder Florence Stone, a human being, by 
shooting her from which she died. 
Amended Superceding Indictment, p.l. It is anticipated the evidence at trial will establish 
generally that Mr. Stone intentionally shot the deceased, but while acting in self defense. The 
statel burden therefore is to prove Mr. Stone: (I) on or about A1sust 29, 2010; (2) in the State 
ofId 0; (3) deliberately caused the death of Mrs. Stone; (4) acted without justification (i.e. in 
self defense) or excuse; and (5) with malice aforethought. 
With no explanation, the State alleges these threatening comments are relevant to prove 
"intent, planning, preparation, plan, proof of motive and absence of mistake or accident." 
6· DEFENDANT'S MOTION IN LIMINE AND MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
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Considered against the requirement that the extrinsic evidence must be relevant to a "material 
and disputed issue concerning the crime charged," a number of the State's asserted rationales for 
relevance make no sense. For instance, there is no evidence to suggest that Mr. Stone accidently 
or mistakenty shot Mrs. Stone. Indeed, Mr. Stone's first words to 911 were that he shot his wife 
in self defense. Similarly, the alleged statements made by Mr. Stone in no way establish "proof 
of motive," or put differently, why Mrs. Stone was shot. There simply is no cOlTelation or 
relevance to the alleged statements the State seeks to introduce with any purported motive to kill 
Mrs. Stone. 
The State's Notice also refers to "planning, preparation, [and] plan." The Idaho Supreme 
Court observed in Grist that preparation, plan, and knowledge "are most frequently grouped 
together under the rubric of' common scheme or plan.'" Grist, 147 Idaho at 54, 205 P.3d at 
1) 90. "Common scheme or plan" refers more specifically to "a common scheme or plan 
embracing the commission of two or more crimes so related to each other that proof of one tends 
to establish the other." State v. Pizzuto, 119 Idaho 742,750-51,810 P.2d 680, 688-89 (199]), 
overruled on other grounds, State v. Card, 121 Idaho 425,825 Pold 1081 (1991). As the Grist 
Court noted, it has frequently "cautioned against an expansive interpretation of 'common scheme 
or plan, '" Grist, 147 Idaho at 54,205 P.3d at 119l For this proposition it cited two earlier cases, 
State v. To/man, 121 Idaho 899, 905,828 P.2d 13~4, 1310 (1992) ("[w]e do not suggest today 
that any and all evidence of prior sexual misconduct is admissible in sex crime cases merely by 
placing it under the rubric of corroborative evidence of a common scheme or plan") and State v. 
Field, 144 Idaho 559, 570, 165 P.3d 273,284 (2007) ("there must be limits to the use of bad acts 
evidence to show a common scheme or plan in sexual abuse cases"). Thus, "[ w]e once again 
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caution the trial courts of this state that they must carefully examine evidence offered for the 
purpose of demonstrating the existence of a common scheme or plan in order to determine 
whether the requisite relationship exists." Grist, 147 Idaho at 55,205 P.3d at 1191. 
Here there is no evidence to suggest Mr. Stone had concocted a comrnon scheme or plan 
which included both the alleged statements made on Apri127, 2010 and the August 29, 2010 
killing of Mrs. Stone in self defense. The alleged statements at issue were made by Mr. Stone 
while drunk and frustrated at his wife. Four months later Mrs. Stone was shot in broad daylight 
in a residential neighborhood - a spur of the moment event - which Mr. Stone immediately 
reported to law enforcement. Under these circumstances the only purpose of admitting such 
evidence is an attempt to establish criminal propensity. 
The remaining justification asserted by the State for introducing this extrinsic evidence is 
"intent." Because the alleged statements do not express an actual intent to kill and are removed 
in time from the events in dispute in this case they are not probative or relevant to the issue of 
intent on August 29, 2010. 
Nor would the statements be admissible until the defense places Mr. Stone's intent at 
issue as part of his case, See Slate v. Atkinson, 124 Idaho 816, 819, 864 P.2d 654, 657 (et. App. 
1993). lfMr. Stone testifies, for examfle, that his gun went off by accident, or that he was only 
trying to frighten his wife but not actu~lY harm her, the Court could revisit the admissibility of 
the prior statements. Until then, should it even occur, this evidence is straightforward propensity 
evidence which is prohibited by I.R.E. 404(b). 
Finally, in addition to being irrelevant character evidence, the probative value of this 
evidence is substantially outweighed by the danger of causing unfair prejudice to Mr. Stone by 
8· DEFENDANT'S MOTION IN LllvlINE AND MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
000125 
Jul 15 2011 • .4:24P1'1. Nevin, Benjamin, y, B 2083458274 page 
confusing and misleading the jury and causing undue delay and wasting time in violation of 
LR.E.403. Mr. Stone's statements, even ifproven to have been made, cannot be interpreted as a 
literal expression of an intent to kill his wife at some point in the future. Rather j under the 
circumstances, Mr. Stone's statements were off-hand comments made in the context of a fa.mily 
dispute - a mere exclamation of frustration he was experiencing at the time. Any probative value 
these statements may have is substantially outweighed by the unfair prejudice to Mr. Stone that 
would follow. 
3. Evidence That a Copy of "Combat Handguns" Magazine was Found in Mr. 
Stone's Dining Room 
When law enforcement searched Mr. Stone's house on August 29,2010, a copy of the 
November 2010 issue of "Combat Handgun" magazine was located on a wooden bureau in the 
dining room. The magazine was located underneath a house cleaning receipt and purportedly 
opened to an article entitled "Deadly Female Perpetrators." In general, the article describes the 
community outrage that arises when deadly force is used upon an armed female attacker. 
Neither the magazine nor the article are relevant or admissible. This article simply does 
not make any fact that is of consequence to the determination of the action more or less probable. 
Further, any probative value this evidence may have is substantially outweighed by its 
potential for prejudice rd to mislead or confuse the jury. 
For all those reasons, the present motion should be granted. 
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o A TED this /S day of July, 201 1. 
, McKA Y & BARTLETT LLP 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I CERTIFY that on July 1~2011, I caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing 




to: Chris Topmiller, Deputy Canyon County Prosecuting ttorney, 1115 Albany, Caldwell, ID 
83605 
David Z. Nevin 
10 • DEFENDANT'S MOTION IN LIMINE AND MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
0001.27 
Ju 1 15 20~J: 4:18PM Nevjn, Benjamin, 
l'-,-~ 
, B 2083458274 page 
David Z. Nevin 
Jeffrey Brownson 
NEVIN, BENJAMIN, McKAY & BARTLETT LLP 
P.O. Box 2772 
303 West Bannock 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
(208) 343-1000 
Attorneys for the Defendant 
F I L~D ____ ,.,A.M.__ .• P.M. 
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CAN VON OOUNTY CLERK 
B RAYNE, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
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VS. 













CASE NO. CR-F~20 
DEFENDANT'S SECOND 
MOTION IN LIMINE AND 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
Defendant Chris Allen Stone, through his attorneys, moves the Court pursuant to, Idaho 
Rules of Evidence 103(c), l04(c), and 611, and Luce v. United States, 469 U.S. 38,40, n.2 
(1984), for its order pennirting the testimony of Dr. Richard Of she at trial. Dr. Of she would 
l
estifY as he did at the suppression hearing, that Mr. Stone las made to understand during lUs 
nterrogation that he would be protected and treated lenientl~ ifhis account of the events was 
j 
consistent with Detective McCormick's - and in the alternative, that ifhe persisted in the account 
he had advanced. he would be punished much more harshly_ These techniques amount to 
psychological coercion, and increase the risk of a false statement. 
1· DEFENDANT'S SECOND MOTION IN LIMINE AND MEMORANDUM IN 
SUPPORT 
0001.28 
Jul ~5 20\~ 4:18~M Nevi[l, Benjamin, , B 2083458274 page 
Dr. Of she is qualified as an expert witness, his testimony will assist the jury, and his 
testimony is relevant and probative to facts that are of consequence to the determination of this 
case. Further, excluding Dr. Of she's testimony would violate Mr. Stone's rights to a fair trial 
and to present a defense guaranteed by the Sixth an.d Fourteenth Amendments to the United 
States Constitution, and Article 1, Section 13 of the Idaho Constitution. 
MEMORANDUM 
Idaho Rule of Evidence 702 provides that: 
[i]f scientific, technical, or other specialized knowledge will assist the trier offact 
to understand the evidence or to detennine a fact in issue, a \vitness qualified as an 
expert by knowledge, skill, experience, training or education may testify thereto in 
the form of an opinion or otherwise. 
1. Dr. Of she Qualifies as an Expert Witness 
Neither Dr. Ofshe's expertise nor his methodology were or could fairly have been 
questioned by the prosecution in earlier proceedings. "An 'expert' is someone possessing skill or 
knowledge beyond the competency of the average juror." Idaho Trial Handbook § 16:6 (2d ed.). 
Dr. Of she plainly qualifies as an expert witness in the area of police interrogations and 
psychological coercion. Though formal training or an advanced degree is not necessary, Dr. 
Of she is a Professor Emeritus of sociology at thl University of California at Berkeley, having 
earned a bachelor's degree in psychology from ~ew York University and a Ph.D. in sociology 
from Stanford. See Transcript of Suppression Hearings, April 4, 2011, and May 11, 2011 
(hereafter "Hrog. T.") at 16. Dr. Of she's practical experience and specialized knowledge is the 
product of a long and scientifically rigorous study of police interrogation. In the process, he has 
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read "in excess of a thousand" interrogations, in cases from Miami, Florida to Barrow, Alaska, 
id, at pp. 30, 33, and has published widely - his CV was admitted at the suppression hearing as 
Defendant's Exhibit B. He has been qualified as an expert witness on 330 previous occasions. 
Jd, at p. 21. 
Dr. Of she obviously possesses the requisite knowledge, skill, experience, training, and 
education, thus qualifying him to testify as an expert witness regarding police interrogations and 
psychological coercion. 
2. Dr. Of she's Testimony Will Assist the Jury 
Dr. Of she's testimony touches on matters not likely to be known or fully understood by 
lay jurors. As a result ofhls extensive experience he recognizes "things going on in interrogation 
that someone not familiar with that might or might not recognize, but I suspect would not 
recognize." Id.. at p. 110. Police interrogation techniques and psychological coercion is typical 
of social science research appropriately finding its way into the courtroom. For instance, over the 
past twenty years expert testimony concerning the unreliability of eyewitness identifications has 
become accepted by Idaho courts. See State v. Alger, 115 Idaho 42, 764 P.2d 119 (Ct. App. 
1988). Citing the Arizona Supreme Court decision in State v. Chapple, 660 P.2d 1208 
(Ariz. 1 983) (en bane), in Alger the I1aho Court of Appeals stated: 
even if jurors of ordinary edu~ation need no expert testimony to enlighten them on 
the dangers inherent in eyewitness identification, expert testimony on the issue 
nonetheless would be admissible to support a defense of misidentification. The 
Court reasoned that the concepts developed through the expert's research would 
be of substantial assistance to the jury. This trend is reflected by decisions of 
other courts mandating the use of jury instructions warning the jury of the dangers 
inherent in eyewitness identification. 
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Alger, 115 Idaho at 50, 764 P.2d at 127 (citations omitted). 
Similarly, numerous courts have accepted similar testimony offered by Dr. Ofshe on the 
question of voluntariness. E.g., Callis v. State, 684 N.E.2d 233,239-240 (Ind.App. 1997) 
(admitting testimony regarding the phenornenon of coerced confessions and the voluntariness of 
the defendant's statements, but excluding testimony regarding which witness was truthful); 
United States v. Hall, 974 F.Supp. 1198, 1200 (C.D.!ll. 1997) (Of she testimony admissible 
under "other specialized knowledge" language of Evidence Rule 702; citing Faigman, The 
Evidentiary Status of Social Science Under Daubert: Is It "Scientific," "Technical," Or "Other" 
Knowledge?, 1 Psycho!. Pub. Po]'y & L. 960,979 (1995». 
Here, Dr. Of she reviewed the transcripts of the interrogation of Mr. Stone. He concluded 
this interrogation followed a familiar pattern of "modem psychological interrogation." Hrng T. 
at 33. Detective McCormick linked Mr. Stone's refusal to abandon his "self-defense account of 
events" to severe punishment, and linked adopting McCormick's own scenario for the 
precipitating events - that the killing was a "spur-of-the-moment" response - to receiving 
leniency. Jd., at 33-5. This is a "psychologically coercive motivational strategy," because it tells 
the subject that the result of a refusal to cooperate (that is, by exercising his right to remain 
silent), or of continuing ldeny the investigator's version of events, \\ill be harsher PFishment-
and conversely that adopt g the investigator's position v..illiead to leniency. ld, at 48-9,52. 
This strategy caused Mr. Stone to shift from his claim of self defense to adopt McCormick's 
theory, namely "that something your former wife did broke you, caused you to snap, you lost it, 
words to that effect, that basically this was a momentary loss of control." ld, at 36. 
4· DEFENDANT'S SECOND MOTION IN LIMINE AND MEMORANDUM IN 
SUPPORT 
0001.31. 
Ju 1 ; 5 201 t 4:18PM Nevi~} Benjami B 2083458274 page 
Dr. Of she's testimony will undoubtedly assist the jury in better understanding police 
interrogations and psychological coercion, even ifit touches on an ultimate issue, see LR.E. 704. 
3. Excluding Dr. Of she's Testimony Would Violate Mr. Stone's Right to a Fair 
Trial Under the Fourteenth Amendment as well as His Right to Present a 
Defense Pursuant to the Sixth Amendment of the Uni.ted States Constitution 
It is axiomatic that a defendant has a constitutional right to present a defense. 
Washington v. Texas, 388 U.S. 14,87 S.Ct. 1920, 18 L.Ed.2d 1019 (1967). The two great rights 
of the accused at trial are the right to challenge the evidence brought forward by the state and the 
right to affirmatively make a defense. This latter right, includes the right for a defendant to call 
"witnesses in his favor." Rockv. Arkansas, 483, U.S. 44, 51,107 S.Ct. 2704, 97L.Ed.2d 37 
(1987) (citing Washington v. Texas, 388 U.S. 14, 17-19,87 S.Ct. 1920, 1922-1923, 18 L.Ed.2d 
1019 (1967)). 
The right to present a defense is "rooted in the Compulsory Process or Confrontation 
Clause of the Sixth Amendment and the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment, and 
o includes the right to offer testimony of witnesses, to compel their attendance, and to present 
the defendant's version of the facts," State v. Molen, 148 Idaho 950,956,231 P.3d 1047, 1053 
(Ct. App. 2010) (citing Holmes v. South Carolina, 547 U.S. 319,324, 126 S.Ct. 1727, 1731, 164 
L.Ed.2d 503, 109-09 (2006); Crane v. Kentucky, 476 U.S. 683, 106 S.Ct. f142, 90 L.Ed.2d 636 
(1986); Delaw~re v. Van Al'sdall, 475 U.S. 673, 106 S.Ct. 1431,89 L.Ed.id 674 (1986); 
Chambers v. Mississippi, 410 U.S. 284,93 S.Ct. 1038,35 L.Ed.2d 297 (1973); Washington v. 
Texas, 388 U.S. 14, 18-19,87 S.Ct. 1920, 1922-23, 18 L.Ed.2d 1019, 1022-23 (1967); State v. 
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Meister, 148 Idaho 236, 220 P.3d 1055 (2009); State v. Dalrymple, 144 Idaho 628, 635,167 PJd 
765, 772 (2007)). 
The right to present a defense includes presentation of expert testimony directed to 
u.llderstanding or ma.king out the theory of the defense. Crane v. Kentucky, 476 U.S. 683, 106 
S.Ct. 2] 42, 90 L.Ed.2d 636 (1986). In Crane the exclusion of psychiatric testimony offered by 
the defense to show the "physical and psychological environment" ofthe interrogation of the 
accused was found to deprive the accused of his "fundamental constitutional right to a fair 
opportunity to present a defense." See also Boykin v. Wainwright, 737 F .2d 1539 (11th Cir. 
1984) (psychiatrist's testimony about defendant's sanity); United States v. Roarke, 753 F.2d 991 
(lIth Cir. 1985); and People v. Minnis, 34 Cr.L. 2168, 455 N.E.2d 209 (IllAth Dist.l983). 
The same is true here. The state intends to offer Mr. Stone's statements during 
interrogation to establish his guilt of second degree murder. Mr. Stone is of course entitled to' 
take the witness stand and explain his statements, including by stating that some of them are 
incorrect. He is also entitled to offer the testimony of an appropriately qualified expert to explain 
that the circumstances of the interrogation were such as to increase the likelihood that a person 
would make a false or incorrect statement. Excluding the testimony of Dr. Ofshe will violate Mr. 
Stlne's right to a fair trial and his right to present a defense. 
DA TED this I~~ay of July, 2011. 
IN, McKAY & BARTLETT LLP 
David Z. Nevin 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I CERTIFY that on July /~~2011. I caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing 




to: Chris Topmiller, Deputy Canyon County Prosecuting orney, 1115 Albany, Caldwell, ID 
83605 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: RENAE J. HOFF DATE: August 24,2011 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) COURT MINUTES 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO: CR2010-25149*C 
) 
vs. ) TIME: 9:00 A.M. 
) 
CHRIS A. STONE ) REPORTED BY: Carole Bull 
) 
Defendant. ) DCRT3 (9:19-9:44) 
) 
This having been the time heretofore set for change of plea in the above entitled 
matter, the State was represented by Mr. Christopher Topmiller and Ms. Lisa 
Wenninger, Deputy Prosecuting Attorneys for Canyon County, and the defendant 
appeared in court with counsel, Mr. David Z. Nevin. 
The Court reviewed prior proieedingS held in this matter and understood this 
matter had been resolved. 
Mr. Nevin concurred and furnished the Court with a Rule 11 after it was signed 
by each of counsel and the defendant. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Topmiller indicated an Amended Indictment 
had not been prepared and moved to amend the Superseding Indictment by 
interlineation to strike the Part II and the Court so Ordered. 
COURT MINUTES 
August 24, 2011 
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The defendant was sworn by the clerk to answer the Court's questions truthfully. 
Mr. Nevin advised the Court that part of the agreement was for a conditional plea 
reserving the right to appeal the Court's denial of the motion to suppress and in the 
event that appeal was successful, the defendant would be allowed to withdraw his guilty 
plea and proceed to trial. So then came the question of whether the statements he was 
about to make in response to the Court's questions would be admissible against him in 
subsequent proceedings and counsel have agreed to make no use of statements the 
defendant made this date in that event. 
The Court understood that was what Rule 11 provided for. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, the defendant indicated he had reviewed the 
Rule 11 Sentencing Agreement and understood everything in the agreement. 
The Court examined the defendant and determined he was currently taking 
medication to help him sleep, but it did not interfere with his ability to think or reason 
and he had never been diagnosed with a mental illness. 
The Court advised the defendant that by pleading guilty he would beJelling the 
Court that he did with maliJe aforethought, kill and murder Florence Stone b . shooting 
her and in answer to the Court's inquiry, the defendant indicated that was what he did. 
The Court examined the defendant and determined he had reviewed the 
evidence gathered by the State to prosecute him with his attorney, he has had enough 
time to think about his plea, he has discussed the matter with his attorney, he did not 
COURT MINUTES 
August 24, 2011 
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want to discuss it with anyone else and he was satisfied with his attorney's 
representation. 
The Court examined Mr. Nevin and determined he had explained to the 
defendant the rights he would be giving up and the consequences of pleading guilty and 
in answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Nevin indicated there was a factual basis for entry 
of a plea. 
The Court understood Mr. Nevin believed the police violated the defendant's 
constitutional rights, the Court ruled there was no violation, but the defendant was 
preserving his right to appeal that issue and Mr. Nevin concurred. 
The Court advised the defendant that the Court would be considering his 
confessions or admissions at sentencing and the defendant indicated he understood. 
Additionally, as part of the sentencing process he could be ordered to make restitution 
and the victims had the right to speak at sentencing which included the deceased's 
family. 
In answer 10 the Court's inquiry, Mr. Topmiller indicated the ftate would seek to 
reserve restitutiorl. I 
The Court advised the defendant that Murder in the Second Degree carried a 
maximum possible penalty of life imprisonment and if the Court did not go along with the 
Rule 11, he would be permitted to withdraw his guilty plea and proceed to trial, but in 
that event he would be subject to the maximum penalty. 
COURT MINUTES 
August 24, 2011 
0001.37 
Page 3 
The Court advised the defendant that if he was not a United States citizen, his 
plea of guilty would subject him to deportation. 
The Court reviewed the Rule 11 which reflected that upon a plea of guilty to 
Murder in the Second Degree, the State would dismiss the Part II Possession of a 
Deadly Weapon. The Court advised the defendant that had the right to ask the Court to 
reconsider any sentence imposed, he could appeal the sentence imposed and he could 
appeal the Court's denial of the motion to suppress. The defendant indicated he 
understood. 
The Court advised the defendant that by entering a plea of guilty to the charge he 
would be waiving his right to a jury trial, his right to face, confront and test the 
truthfulness of his accusers, his right to require the State prove his guilt beyond a 
reasonable doubt, his right to bring witnesses to testify in his defense, his right to 
remain silent and he would be waiving any defenses he had to the charge. 
I The Court determined the defendant was willin9 to participate in a Presentence 
Inve$tigation Report and in answer to the Court's i~qUiry, Mr. Nevin indicated the 
defendant would only speak with the Presentence Investigator if his attorney was 
present. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Nevin indicated they were not asking for an 





which he would provide to the Presentence Investigator after consulting with counsel 
about that. 
The Court examined the defendant and determined a substance abuse 
evaluation was not necessary. 
The Court examined the defendant and determined he had not been threatened 
to plead guilty, there had been no promises made to get him to plead guilty and he 
understood that by doing so he was admitting to the Court he committed the crime. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry the defendant entered a plea of guilty to the 
offense of Murder in the Second Degree. The Court examined the defendant and 
determined he was pleading guilty freely and voluntarily. 
The Court Ordered the defendant to participate in a Presentence Investigation 
Report and set this matter for sentencing on September 22, 2011 at 9:00 a.m. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff to 
be held without bond pending further proceedings. 
COURT MINUTES 




rd Judicial District Court, State of 
In and For the County of Canyon 
NOTICE OF ORDER FOR PRESENTENCE REPORT 
RESET (Clerk, check if applicable) FI LED: <[) 
Assignedto: _______________________ --_ 
Assigned: __________ Due Date: _____ _ 
By: ____ \..::.~_'_, -,M_+",-C.{=_L~( .:...;nc;.::;cL=-_, Deputy. 
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) Case No: L I2..dC~ 10- ;} S- I t.+q~ G 
) 
) CHARGE(s): rYnll'ol-evihth·~ 
) 
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---------------------------------------)-----------------------------
On this cl '-t day of AL~fA s+ ,20 \ I , a Pre-sentence Investigation Report was 
ordered by the Honorable _...:..H....cc"-,,_r....cf __________ -:-- to be completed for Court appearance on 
S~p k n, be.Y -;} ~( 'J-Q t I (!, q ~OD An'll®. "* 0 S 0-. ++j w tiL a +4-encl PS i "* 
':----. 1 H +0"" v LeJlU !-U l-r", 0 .. 
EVALUATIONS TO BE DONE: copy of each evaluation to be sent to Presentence Investigation Office to be included with PSI 
Under IC 19-2524 assessment(s) is(are) ordered which shall include a criminogenic risk assessment of the defendant 
pursuant to (IC 19-2524(4)): 
o Mental Health Examination as defined in IC 19-2524(3), including any plan for treatment (PSMH1 ROA code); andlor 
o Substance Abuse Assessment as defined in IC 19-2524(2) including any plan for treatment .(PSSA1 ROA code) 
Other non-IC 19-2524 evaluations/examinations ordered for use with the PSI: 
o Sex Offender 0 Domestic Violence 0 Other _________ . Evaluator: __________ _ 
~ evaluations are ordered. (PS101 ROA code) 
DEFENSE COUNSEL: -, [tV'lct cv 'in 
PROSECUTOR: U\.Y IsToplYIlller ~ L l~Q_ LUeflV)'1 Vlqer 
THE DEFENDANT IS IN CUSTODY: ~ES 0 NO If yeS~where: C~CLh0 0 n Co. J 4', I 
J 
********************************************************************************* 
DEFENDANT'S INFORMA TION: DO YOU NEED AN INTERPRETER? 0 YES rI1fO 
Name: _______________ +-___ ~ale 0 Female 0 RACE: eO Hispa+c 0 Other 
Address: _________________ City: State: ZIP: __ _ 
Telephone: _________ Message Phone: __________ Work Phone: ____ _ 
Employer: _______________ Work Address: 
Date of Birth:_-::::  _______ Social Security Number:   
Name & Phone Number of nearest relative: 
Date of Arrest: 10 I d.:l I I [) Arresting Agency: ___ C..;;;;;;....C=."""",s"'--C_~ ________ _ 
Your assigned Pre-sentence Investigator will contact you to schedule an interview using the above information. Please 
have your Pre-sentence Investigation Personal History Questionnaire filled out completely for interview. 
[ ] Faxed P&P 454-7624 [ 1 Defendant 
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AUG 24 2011 
D 
P.M. 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
S MAUND, DEPUTY 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
CASE NO. CR2010-25149 
Plaintiff, 
vs. RULE 11 SENTENCTING AGREEMENT 
CHRIS A. STONE, 
Defendant. 
COM~S NOW, Plaintiff, State of Idaho ("State"), by and thrO~ its attorney, 
Christopher N. Topmiller, Chief Criminal Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, and Defendant 
Chris A. Stone ("Defendant"), individually and through his attorney of record, David Z. Nevin, 
and do hereby state as follows: 
1. The Defendant is charged by Amended Superseding Indictment in this matter 
with the following criminal acts: 
RULE 11 SENTENCTING AGREEMENT 1 
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Chris A. Stone 
Defendant 
(a) Part I of the Amended Superseding Indictment charges the Defendant with 
Murder in the Second Degree, a violation of Idaho Code § § 18-4001, 18-
4002 & 18-4003(g), (the murder of Florence Stone); 
(b) Part II of the Amended Superseding Indictment charges the Defendant 
with Possession of a Firearm andlor Deadly Weapon During the 
Commission of a Crime, a violation ofIdaho Code § 19-2520. 
2. The Defendant agrees to enter a conditional guilty plea pursuant to Idaho 
Criminal Rule 11(a)(2) to the following crime as it appears in the Amended Superseding 
Indictment: 
(a) Part I: Murder in the Second Degree, the willful, unlawful and deliberate 
killing of Florence Stone, a violation ofIdaho Code §§ 18-4001, 18-4002 
& 18-4003(g). 
3. In exchange for the Defendant's conditional plea of guilty to Part I Murder in the 
Second Degree, the State, at the time of sentencing, will dismiss Part II Possession of a Firearm 
andlor Deadly Weapon During the Commission of a Crime. 
4. Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 11(f)(1)(B), the parties stipulate and agreed that 
the Defendant's attorney, David Z. Nevin, can argue to the Court for a sentence other than the 
recommendation of the State which is a term often (10) years fixed with a term often (10) years 
indeterminate for a unified sentence of twenty (20) years. AUG 2 4 2011 
fi: 5. 
cL ".1. ~ II 
0456'n~ 
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sentence i 
right to appeal t e '~ 
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6. The Defendant relieves this Court from its obligation to notify him of his 
appellate rights at sentencing under Idaho Criminal Rule 33(a)(3). 
RULE 11 SENTENCTING AGREEMENT 2 
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Chris A. Stone 
Defendant 
7. The parties agree the Defendant reserves the right to appeal the Court's denial of 
the Defendant's motion to suppress and if the Defendant prevails on appeal he will be allowed to 
withdraw his guilty plea. 
8. The Defendant acknowledges that he is entering into this stipulated, binding plea 
agreement knowingly, voluntarily and intelligently, and that this decision is not the result of 
threats or coercion by any individual, including his attorneys, any representative of the State, or 
this Court. 
9. The Defendant acknowledges that he is aware of his right to maintain his plea of 
not guilty, the right to have a trial by ajury of his peers, the right to require the State to prove the 
charges against him beyond a reasonable doubt, the right to confront and cross-examine 
witnesses and to present witnesses and evidence on his own behalf, and the right to remain silent 
and not be compelled to be a witness at the trial or to incriminate himself in any way. 
10. The Defendant understands that, by pleading guilty, he is waiving the right to 
have a trial by jury, that he gives up the right to require the State to prove the charges against 
him beyond a reasonable doubt, that he gives up the right to confront and cross-examine 
witnesses and to present witnesses and evidence on his own behalf in defense of the charges, and 
the he gives up his right to remain silent. 
II. The Defendant understands that JUles 4 and 11 (c) of the Idaho Appellate Rules 
provide him the right to file an appeal from any sentence this Court may impose following his 
plea of guilty to one (1) count of Second Degree Murder as alleged in Part I of the Amended 
Superseding Indictmen~ 
nn,P:;u.--rrT"~f>ntenc 
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13. The parties acknowledge that nothing in this agreement limits the victims' right to 
provide victim impact statements or otherwise abridges their rights under Idaho Code § 19-5306 
or the Idaho Constitution. 
14. The Defendant and the State have entered into this stipulated plea agreement with 
the intent that this Court be bound to follow the recommendations or requests made by the 
parties at the time of sentencing. If the Court elects to impose a sentence in excess of the above 
described terms the Defendant shall be permitted to withdraw his guilty plea under Idaho 
Criminal Rule 11(£)(4). 
15. With the exception of those terms expressly addressed in this agreement, any 
other terms and conditions of sentencing are left to the sound discretion of the Court. 
16. The parties agree that tris agreement constitutes the entire agreement between lhe 
Defendant and the State ofIdaho, and\that no other promises or inducements have been made, 
either directly or indirectly by the State of Idaho or any of its agents regarding the disposition of 
this case. Additionally, the Defendant states that no person has threatened or coerced him, 
directly or indirectly, to enter into this agreement. 
RULE 11 SENTENCTING AGREEMENT 4 
000145 
Chris A. Stone 
Defendant 
17. Counsel for the Defendant specifically states that he has explained this agreement 
to the Defendant, and also states that, to the best of his knowledge and belief, the Defendant 
understands this agreement. 
18. The Defendant specifically states that he has read this agreement that he has had 
this agreement explained to him by his attorney, and that he is entering into this agreement 
knowingly, intelligently and voluntarily, and with a full understanding of its contents. 
DATED This 4 day of August, 2011. 
DATED This ~ day of August, 2011. 
DATED This ]ylCday of August, 2011. 
DATED This ?..ltl day of August, 2011. 
, 
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CHRISTOPHER N. TOPMILLER 
Chief Criminal Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Attorney for Defendant 
CHRIS A. ST NE 
Defendant 
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Chris A. Stone 
Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 










ORDER ALLOWING CAMERAS 
IN THE COURTROOM 
THE COURT, having considered the request under the Rule tennilting cameras 
in the trial courtrooms, hereby Orders that permission to broadcast arid/or photograph the 
above hearing is GRANTED; under the following conditions: 
1. No video or photographs shall be taken of the gallery (audience) or of 
spectators in the courtroom. 
0001.47 
2. No video or photographs shall be taken of the victim(s) or family members. 
3. No video or photographing shall commence until the case is called and all 
video or photographing shall cease when the case concludes. 
4. No video of photographing shall be taken during any recess of the court. 
5. No other cameras or use of cameras will be allowed in the courthouse, except 
as permitted by the respective presidingjudge(s). 
6. Video media must pool their coverage. The camera allowed pursuant to the 
order allowing broadcast and/or photographic coverage shall provide video 
feed to all other requesting media. 
7. The camera shall bet set up behind the bar on the left side Gury box side) of 
the courtroom unless a different location is approved by the Court in writing 
prior to the hearing. 
8. The camera shall be set up so as not to interfere with public ingress and 
egress. 
9. The camera and the camera operator must be in position and set up not less 
than fifteen (15) minutes prior to the commencement of court, which is 
scheduled to commence at 9:00 AM. The can1era and the camera operator 
must remain in court until court adjourns or recesses. 
10. Cameras shall not record or broadcast any conversation or communication 
between attorneys and clients. 
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RgQUEST TO OBTAIN APPROVAL TO 
BROADCAST AND/OR PHOTOGRAP~ A 
COUR~ PROCEEDING 
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1." ~d. - 2 d tI 
presiding Judge 
(~ have read the following rule permitting cameras in the courtroom and 
will comply in .n respects with the fl. and Order of the Court. 
RULE 45 PERMITTING CAMERAS IN THE COURTROOM 
(effeotive March 30, 1999) 
a. Video, audio, and photographic coverage of public proceedings before 
district and magistrate judges is authorized subject to the disoretion of 
the presiding judge. The presiding judge maintains the right to limit 
coverage or photography of any public hearing when the interests of the 
administration of justice requires. Authorization may be revoked at any 
time, without prior notice, when in the course of discretion it appears 
that broadcast coverage or still photographs of district or magistrate 
court proceedings are interfering in any way with the proper ' 
administration of justice. 
http://YNIW.the3rcljudk:laldl~trlc:t.com/,amer!lrequestl.htll'l 
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b. The presiding judge may, at his or her discretion, limit, restrict or' 
prohibit the .taking of photographs or coverage at any proceeding. Any 
decis::ton regarding broadcasting, televising, rec9rding, or 
photographing of proceedings is not subject to ~ppellate review. 
c. Coverage of the following pro.ce~dings is prohibited: 
1. There shall be no broadcast of conferences which occur in a court 
,facility between attorneys and their c'lients, between co-counsel of a 
client, Or between counsel and the presiding judge held at the benoh. ' 
There shall be no still photography, photographs, or televisi9n 
transmission of notes upon the counsel table, nor of any exhibits 
before they are admitted into evidence. There shall be no broadcast of 
verbal communications between attorneys and their clients, between co-
counsel of a client, or between counsel and the presiding judge~ 
2. There should be no recording Or transmission of in-camera sessions 
or judioial deliberations. 
3. There shall be no recordings or broadcast transmissions of 
prooeedings when they are closed to the public including. adoptions, 
mental health proceedings, child protective aot proceedings, 
termination of parent ohild relations, grand jury proceedings, 
issuance of arrest and searoh warrant proceedings covered by Rule 32, 
Idaho Administrative Rules, or a comparable rule when the proceeding 
must be closed to effectuate the purposes of the rule. 
d. The presiding judge may eXClude electronic media coverage and prohibit 
still photography of a particular partioipant or direct that the 
identity or audio of a partioipant be ooncealed ripon a determination 
that suoh coverage will have a SUbstantial adverse effect upon a 
partioular individual. It is expected the presiding judge will 
exercise particular sensitivity to victims of orime. 
e. The administ~ative district judge shall promUlgate rules governing 
coverage outside th,e courtroom in courthouses within the judicial 
district. 
f. It i. the responsihility of ~'Ch broadc •• t new. representative present 
at the beginning of each ses.sion of court to achieve an understanding 
with all other broadcast representatives as to who will function at 
any given time, or in the alternative, how they will pool their 
photographic coverage. This understanding shall be reaChed outside the 
courtroom and without impOSition upon the presiding judge or court 
personnel. The presiding judge shall not be called upon to resolve any 
dispute.s except to determine that if the broadoast representatives 
cannot agree, broadcast ooverage will not take place. 
g. Approval to broadcast or photograph a court proceeding must be 
obtained in advance from the presiding judge. 
http;//www.th.l3rt\jYdlcl~ldistrlct.comlcamerar.lqU<lst2.htm 
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h. Xf coverage is authorized, rules governing the media shall be 
established at each judge's discretion. coverage may be authorized 
subject to the following guidelines: 
1. Jury - Photographing or videotaping of the jury or jurors is 
prohibited, including during jury selection. 
2. Light - Existing light only may be used for still photography or 
video ooverage. Electronic flash or artificial lighting is prohibited. 
3. Camera Noise - Camera noise a~d distractions shall be kept to a 
minimum. 
4. Still Photography - Manual film advanoe or quiet built-in winders 
shall be used in a manner that does not disrupt the court proceedings. 
The number of exposures shall be kept to a minimum. Fast random shooting 
of photographs is not permitted. 
5. Video Coverage - No video or television camera shall give any 
indication of whether it is operating. 
6. Audio - ArlY audio equipment shall be placed as determined by the 
presiding judge.' There shall be no broadcast of confidential 
communioations. If there is coverage by both radio and television, the 
microphones used shall serve eaoh system without duplioation. 
7. Location - Media shall be in position at least 15 minutes before 
court begins. Media positions shall not change while court is in 
session. The specifio location or locations of media must be approved in 
advance by the presiding judge or designee. 
8. Dress - Media representatives shall present a neat appearance and 
conduct themselves in keeping with the dignity of court proOeedings as 
determined by the presiding judge. 
9. pooling - Only One still photographer and One camera operator shall 
be permitted in the courtroom. The presiding judge may allow additional 
cameras. Media organizations must arrange for pooling. 
i. The presiding jJdge may require any medi.represent.tive to d~on.tr.te 
adequately in adeance of a proceeding that the equipment to be ,used 
merits the standards of the rule. 
j. The public shall not be required to incur any e~penses to accommodate 
cameras Or other' equipment covered by this rule. Any proposal by media 
representatives to modify existing facilities at media expense to 
accommodate use of equipment in the c.ourtroom shall be submitted to the 
trial court administrator for the district. A final proposal shall be 
submitted to the administrative district judge for acceptance, 
modification, or rejection. 
R~QU!S~ ~o OBTAX~ APPROVAL TO 
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k. The Media/court$ Committee shall on an ongoing b~sis evaluate the use of 
cameras in the courtroom and at any time bring forth recommendations to 
amend or modify this order. 
~HIS WR1TTEN PLAN TO POOL PHOTOGRAPHIC AND/OR BROADCAST COVERAGE BY 
ALL INTERESTED"MED!1\, IS APPENDED HERETO. 
Dated: 
Signature 





The Courtr having considered the request under the Rule permitting 
cameras in the trial courtrooms, hereby orders that permission to 
broadcast and/or photograph the above hearing is 
( ) granted, under the following restrictions: 
( ) denied. 
Dated: 
Judge 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE 5 JUDICIAL DIS]FSEF 2 ~ 20tl 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ~?:;.t("L 
~ 
_ ~ CANYON C UNTY CLERK 
,~ c& 'Ida.JrLQ) ) K GORDILLO, DEPUTY 




C1r~\w.r Allm 3\orLQj . 
DEFEND T(S) ) 
I hereby request approval to: 
REQUEST TO OBTAIN 
APPROV AL TO VIDEO 
RECORD,BROADCASTOR 
PHOTOGRAPH A COURT 
PROCEEDING 
O<J.. video record r>Q broadcast [ ] photograph the following court proceeding: 
Case No.; CJ?,-d.O\O--- ()(jd5Jqq-G 




I have read Rule 45 of the Idaho Court Administrative Rules pennitting cameras in the 
courtroom, and will comply in all respects with the provisions of that rule, and will also make 
certain that all other persons from my organization participating in video or audio recording or 
broadcasting or photographing of the court proceedings have read Rule 45 of the Idaho Court 
Administrative Rules and will comply in all respects with the provisions of that rule. 
News OrganizatIon Represented Phone Number 
qf:MjatJJ1/ 
Dafe 
Request for Approval and Order - Page 1 
000155 
1 KTVB BUSINESS 
ORDER 
THE COURT, having considered the above Request for Approval under Rule 45 of the Idaho 
Court Administrative Rules, hereby orders that permission to video record the above hearing is: 
] GRANTED under the following restrictions in addition to those set forth in Rule 45 of the Idaho 
Court Administrative Rules: 
] DENIED. 
THE COURT, having considered the above Request for Approval under Rule 45 of the Idaho 
Court Administrative Rules, hereby orders that permission to broadcast the above hearing is: 
[ ] GRANTED under the following restrictions in addition to those set forth in Rule 45 of the Idaho 
Court Administrative Rules: 
] DENIED. 
THE COURT, having considered the above Request for Approval under Rule 45 of the Idaho 
Court Administrative Rules, hereby orders that permission to photograph the above hearing is: 
] GRANTED under the following restrictions in addition to those set forth in Rule 45 of the Idaho 
Court Administrative Rules: 
] DENIED. 
DATEDthis ___ da) of _____ , __ . 
DistrictIMagistrate Judge 
Request for Approval and Order - Page 2 
0001.56 
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Fq:s1 L E D _____ ~A.M P.M. 
SEP 22 2011 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
S MAUND, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 










ORDER ALLOWING CAMERAS 
IN THE COURTROOM 
THE fOURT, having considered the request under the Rule p~nnitting cameras 
in the trial courtrooms, hereby Orders that permission to broadcast and/or photograph the 
above hearing is GRANTED; under the following conditions: 
1. No video or photographs shall be taken of the gallery (audience) or of 
spectators in the courtroom. 
0001.57 
2. No video or photographs shall be taken of the victim(s) or family members. 
3. No video or photographing shall commence until the case is called and all 
video or photographing shall cease when the case concludes. 
4. No video of photographing shall be taken during any recess of the court. 
5. No other cameras or use of cameras will be allowed in the courthouse, except 
as permitted by the respective presiding judge(s). 
6. Video media must pool their coverage. The camera allowed pursuant to the 
order allowing broadcast and/or photographic coverage shall provide video 
feed to all other requesting media. 
7. The camera shall bet set up behind the bar on the left side Gury box side) of 
the courtroom unless a different location is approved by the Court in writing 
prior to the hearing. 
8. The camera shall be set up so as not to interfere with public ingress and 
egress. 
9. The camera and the camera operator must be in position and set up not less 
than fifteen (15) minutes prior to the commencement of court, which is 
scheduled to commence at 9:00 AM. The camera and the camera operator 
must remain in court until court adjourns or recesses. 
10. Cameras shall not record or broadcast any conversation or communication 
between attorneys and clients. 




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: RENAE J. HOFF DATE: September 22,2011 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) COURT MINUTE 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO: CR2010-25149*C 
) 
vs. ) TIME: 9:00 A.M. 
) 
CHRIS A. STONE, ) REPORTED BY: Carole Bull 
) 
Defendant. ) DCRT3 (9:20-11 :08) 
) 
This having been the time heretofore set for sentencing in the above entitled 
matter, the State was represented by Mr. Chris Topmiller, Chief Criminal Prosecuting 
Attorney for Canyon County and Ms. Lisa Wenninger, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for 
Canyon County, and the defendant appeared in court represented by counsel, Mr. 
David Z. Nevin and Mr. Jeffrey Brownson. 
The Court reviewed prior prtceedingS held, noted the defendant entered into a 
, 
Rule 11 agreement on August 24, 2011 and plead guilty to the charge of Murder in the 
Second Degree. The Court had received and reviewed the Presentence Investigation 
Report and it previously heard extensive testimony with regards to suppression issues 
and the expert testimony of Dr. Beaver regarding the defendant. Additionally the Court 
received and reviewed the State's Sentencing Memorandum and several letters that 
had been provided by the defense. 
COURT MINUTE 
September 22, 2011 
0001.59 
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In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Nevin requested those letters be included in 
the Presentence Investigation Report and the Court so Ordered. Additionally, Mr. Nevin 
advised the Court that he brought with him today a true and accurate copy of the 
transcript of Dr. Beaver's testimony and requested the transcript be included in the 
Presentence Report. 
There being no objection, the Court so Ordered. 
The Court reviewed the terms of the Rule 11 agreement. 
Mr. Nevin clarified that with regards to the Rule 11, the defendant was free to ask 
for any lesser sentence and not just with regards to the indeterminate portion. 
Mr. Topmiller concurred. 
The Court determined each of counsel and the defendant had received and 
reviewed a copy of the Presentence Investigation Report and each of counsel indicated 
there were no factual corrections to be made to the report. Mr. Nevin, however, advised 
the Court that they did have what they felt were inaccuracies in the Presentence Report 
that he would address in jrgument. 
In answer to the C~urt's inquiry, Mr. Topmiller indicated the State di~ not have 
any victim statements and the only witness was Detective Naccaroto from the Crime 
Lab. 
Mr. Nevin advised the Court that the defense would not be calling witnesses. 
COURT MINUTE 
September 22, 2011 
0001.60 
Page 2 
The Court inquired with regards to restitution, Mr. Topmiller indicated there was 
restitution that would go to Crime Victim's Compensation and to the victim's life 
insurance company, but that amount was not yet finalized. 
The Court indicated it could enter the order when it came in after which the 
defendant would have forty two (42) days in which to request a hearing. 
Mr. Nevin advised the Court that they would request a hearing and rather than 
entering the order requested the Court schedule a hearing after material had been 
provided in discovery. 
Mr. Topmiller indicated the State was agreeable. 
The Court advised counsel it would schedule a restitution hearing when it 
received the paperwork. 
The State's witness, SHAWN NACCARATO, was called, sworn by the clerk and 
direct-examined by Mr. Topmiller. State's exhibits #1 through #5 were marked and 
identified as #1 being a photograph of a tote containing a knife and gun, #2 was 
identified as a ~hotograph of the inside of the back of the vehicle with victim, #3 as 
being a photogr~ph of the victim in the vehicle, #4 as being a phot~graph of the back of 
i 
the head of the victim and #5 as being a photograph of the victim in the back of the 
vehicle, were offered, and there being no objection, were Ordered admitted. The 





The State made statements to the Court regarding the defendant and 
recommended the Court follow the Rule 11 agreement and impose a sentence of ten 
(10) years fixed and ten (10) years indeterminate. 
Mr. Nevin made statements on behalf of the defendant and requested the Court 
impose a sentence of seven (7) years fixed and ten (10) years indeterminate for a total 
term of seventeen (17) years. 
The Court recessed at 10:32 a.m. 
The Court reconvened at 10:54 a.m. 
The defendant made a statement to the Court on his own behalf. 
There being no legal cause why sentence and judgment should not be 
pronounced, the Court entered a conviction for the felony offense of Murder in the 
Second Degree and imposed a sentence of twenty (20) years with the Idaho State 
Board of Corrections, nine (9) years fixed and eleven (11) years indeterminate with 
credit for time served. The Court imposed the usual court costs and a fee of up to 
$100.90 for preparation of the Presentence Investigatiol Report. The defendant shall 
submitl a DNA sample and right thumbprint impression. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, the defendant indicated he understood the 
sentence. 
The Court advised the defendant that his appeal rights had been limited to a 
certain extent and those were addressed in the Rule 11, and it was discussed at that 





Mr. Nevin concurred. 
Each of counsel returned their copies of the Presentence Investigation Report to 
the clerk. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff 





THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, or 
Plaintiff, 
-vs-





ex J -a~ III AT t \ :O~;i-.M. 
~ I THE DISTRICT COURT 











Case No. La- ~ 0 to - ~ S- I Y-3 Y-G 
COMMITMENT 
Charge: nl !,,~"-t. oU/L .Ai:", -th.c; 
kccmd O<~~ g ) 
----------------------------------) 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above-named Defendant, having been found guilty as charged, be 
committed to the custody of the Sheriff of Canyon County, Idaho and that this Order of Commitment shall 
serve as authority for continued custody. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the above-named Defendant shall serve: 
o _______ day(s). 0 _______ month(s). 0 ______ year(s). 
o as previously Ordered on the Judgmentdated _________________ __ 
I~it for ns.o day(s) served. 
~rminate C) t-;ji:_Ct'2 a. <' ~terminate 11 fer} elf). ,4_./ . 0 retained jurisdiction. 
o work searchlwork-out privileges granted from __________________ to 
o upon written verification. 0 as authorized by the Sheriff of Canyon County. 
o Sheriffs Work Detail: ____ days in lieu of days jail to be completed by __ _ 
__________________ -+-_____________ .. If the 
Defendant fails to report to the jail as ordered or at a time agreed upon with the jail, or fails to satisfactorily 
perform the Defendant's obligations with the Sheriff Inmate Labor Detail, then the Sheriff is ordered and 
directed to place the Defendant in custody to serve the Defendant's jail time that has not been suspended. 
(]/'()ther: (J C~-J--!J. ltD) of! Dc"o.d lb U).R.c<P(lY) ,0 lim t{)tJecL 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the above-name_g . .DeJ~ndant shall report to the Canyon County 
,/" \ 
Sheriff on or before I 
I 




F L r:: D 
-/ __ ----'A.M. I 3:D P.M. 
SEP 22 2011 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
S MAUND, DEPUTY 
IN THE D!STRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 















JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT 
CASE # CR2010-25149*C 
On this 22nd day of September, 2011, personally appeared Mr. Chris Topmiller, 
Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County, State of Idaho and Lisa 
Wenninger, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for the County of Canyon, State of Idaho; and 
the defendant, Chris A. Stone, and the defendant's attorneys David Z. Nevin and Jeffrey 
Brownson, this being the time heretofore fixed for pronouncing judgment. 
IT IS ADJUDGED that the defendant has been convicted upon the defendant's 
plea of guilty to the offense of Murtr in the Second Degree, a felony, as charged i~ 
Amended Superseding Indictment, i violation of Idaho Code Section 18-4001; 18-4002 
18-4003(g), being committed on or bout the 29th day of August, 2010; and the Cou . 
having asked the defendant whether there was any legal cause to show why judgment 
should not be pronounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or 
appearing to the Court, 
IT IS ADJUDGED that the defendant be sentenced to the custody of the Idaho 
State Board of Corrections for a minimum period of confinement of nine (9) years and a 
subsequent indeterminate period of confinement not to exceed eleven (11) years, for a 
total aggregate term of twenty (20) years. 
000165 
JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT 1 
!T !S FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant shall pay court costs and fees 
totaling $225.50 and pursuant to I.C.S. 19-2516 a fee of up to $100.00 for costs 
associated with producing the Presentence Investigation Report. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant shall submit a DNA sample and 
thumbprint impression in compliance with the Idaho DNA and Genetic Marker Database 
Act of 1996. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant be given credit for three hundred 
ninety (390) jail days of incarceration prior to the entry of judgment for this offense (or 
included offense) pursuant to Idaho Code Section 18-309. 
IT IS ADJUDGED that the defendant be committed to the custody of the Sheriff 
of Canyon County, Idaho, for delivery forthwith to the Director of the Idaho State Board 
of Corrections at the Idaho State Penitentiary or other facility within the State 
designated by the State Board of Corrections. 
IT IS ORDERED that the clerk deliver a certified copy of this Judgment and 
Commitment to the Director of the Idaho State Board of Correction or other qualified 
officer and that the copy serve as the commitment of the defendant. 
DATED this ____ day of September, 2011. 
SEP 2 2 7JHl 
0001-66 
JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT 2 
David Z. Nevin 
Jeffrey Brownson 
NEVIN, BENJAMIN, McKAY & BARTLETT LLP 
303 W. Bannock 
P.O. Box 2772 
Boise,ID 83701 
(208) 343-1000 
(208) 345-8274 (f) 
Attorney for the Appellant 
_',~_ E 
~ 192011 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
Q HATFIELD, DEPUTY 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
vs. 











Case No. CR2010-25149C 
NOTICE O}1~ APPEAL 
----------------------------) 
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENT, STATE OF IDAHO, AND ITS 
ATTORNEYS, THE CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE, THE CLERK 
OF THE ABOVE ENTITLED COURT, CLERK OF THE SUPREME COURT AND 
THE COURT REPORTERS: 
1. The Alpellant Chris Stone appeals against the above named Rrpondent State of 
Idaho to the Idah .. Supreme Court from the Judgment and Commitment ~led in the above 
I I 
entitled action on September 22,2011, by the Honorable Renae J. Hoff, District Judge of the 
Third Judicial District. 
2. Mr. Stone has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the judgment 
described in paragraph 1, above, is appealable under and pursuant to Rule 11 (c)( 1), LA.R. 
Notice of Appeal 1 
0001.67 
ORIG'~~AL 
3. A preliminary statement of the issues on appeal which the appellant intends to assert 
in the appeal is as follows: whether the district court erred in denying Mr. Stone's motion to 
suppress; whether the sentence imposed on Mr. Stone was an abuse of discretion. 
4. A presentence report was prepared in this case, which was sealed pursuant to I.C.R. 
32. 
5. A transcript of the motion to suppress hearings on April 4, 2011 and May 11,2011 has 
previously been prepared and filed. 
6. Mr. Stone requests the standard record under Rule 28, I.A.R. 
7. I certify: 
a. That a copy of this notice of appeal has been served on Carole A. Bull, CSR#71, 
Canyon County Courthouse, 1115 Albany, Caldwell, ID 83605. 
b. That Mr. Stone is indigent, incarcerated, and should be exempt from paying the 
estimated cost of preparing the clerk's record. 
c. That Mr. Stone is exempt from paying the appellate filing fce pursuant to I.A.R. Rule 
23(a)(8) as there is no fee for an appeal in a criminal case. 
d. A transcript of the motion to suppress hearings on April 4, 2011 and May 11, 2011 has 
previously been prepared and filed. 
e. That service has been made upon all parties required to be served pursuant to I.A.R. 
20, anf the Attorney General ofIdaho p~suant to § 67-1401(1(, Idaho Code. 
Respectfully submitted this If day of October, ,011 
--------------
David Z. Nevin 
Notice of Appeal 2 
000168 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
C/-t0 
I CERTIFY that on October \_D_, 2011, I caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing 





1) Carole A. Bull, CSR#71, Canyon County Courthouse, 1115 Albany, Caldwell, ID 83605; 
2) Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney, 1115 Albany, Caldwell, ID 83605; 
3) Clerk of the Supreme Court, P.O. Box 83720, J3'l.)ise, ID 83720-0101; 
4) Lawrence G. Wasden, Idaho Attorney Genera, .0. Box 83720, Boise, ID 83720-0010. 
~aVidZ. Nevin 
Notice of Appeal 3 
000169 
F I L ~ D 
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OCT 2 1 2011 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
A HERNANDEZ, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, CASE NO CR2010-25149 
vs. RESTITUTION ORDER 
CHRIS A STONE, 
Defendant. 
WHEREAS, restitution is a penalty which may be imposed upon the defendant in addition 
to any other sentence that has been imposed and which, in furtherance of the State ofIdaho's 
interest in rehabilitation and punishment of the defendant, operates for the benefit of the state, not 
just for compensation of the victim; and 
WHEREAS, restitution constitutes punishment and rehabilitation and therefore, is an 
essential part of the criminal judgment thiCh promotes the rehabilitative purpose of the Criminal 
law; and 
WHEREAS, in determining whether to order restitution and the amount of such restitution, 
this Court, in the exercise of its sound discretion, has considered the amount of economic loss 
sustained by the victim as a result of the offense, the financial resources, need and earning ability 





Based upon the judgment and sentence in this case, and the expenses of the victim in this 
matter, and pursuant to Idaho Code, Section 19-5304. 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT THE DEFENDANT, CHRIS A STONE, pay Five 
Thousand Six Hundred Thirty Eight Dollars and Five Cents ($5638.05) in restitution and that 
such restitution be paid to the Court to be distributed by the Court to the victim in the following 
manner. 
Crime Victims Compensation 
PO Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0041 
CV# 2010001722 
$5,638.05 
Such restitution shall be joint and several with any other co-defendants who are ordered to 
pay restitution arising from the same occurrence or event. 
There are no known co-defendants. 
The defendant may within forty-two (42) days of the entry of the order of restitution object 
to or request relief from the restitution order in accordance with the Idaho Rules of Civil 
Procedure. 
DATED This ___ day of October, 2011. 
OCT 2 0 201'1 
0001.71. 
RESTITUTION ORDER 2 
10119/2011 
JACKIE SMITH 
CANYON COUNTY P A OFFICE 
1115 ALBANY 
CALDWELL, ID 83605 
Re: ClaimantlCV No: Florence Stone 
Defendant(s)/Case No: Chris A Stone 
Dear Jackie Smith: 
2010001722 
CR201025149 
The Crime Victims Compensation Program (CVCP) is requesting restitution for 
payments made on behalf of Florence Stone. Attached is a payment summary itemizing 
the payments made by CVCP. 
Total Amount of Restitution Requested by CVCP: $5,638.05 
Please request the court to order restitution to reimburse CVCP for the amount listed 
above. Please forward a copy of the restitution order to my office for our records. 
If restitution has previously been ordered or the case is closed, please contact our office at 
(800) 950-2110 or (208) 334-6080. Thank you. 
Sincerely, 
Crime Victims Compensation Program 
000172 
INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
CRIME VICTIMS COMPENSATION 
Payment Summary 06/24/2011 
State of Idaho - vs - Stone, Chris A Case Number: CR201025149 
Non CVCP CVCP 
Billed Coli Src Allowed Allowed Payment to Payment to 
Provider Amount Payment Amount Amount Reductions Claimant Provider 
Canyon Counseling Center $700,00 $61,95 $61,95 $638,05 $638,05 
Dakan Funeral Chapel $13,798.45 $1,379,84 $12,418,61 $7,418,61 $5,000,00 
Total $14,498.45 $61.95 $1,441,79 $13,056.66 $7,418.61 $0.00 $5,638.05 
Total CVCP Payments $5,638.05 
000173 
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In the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho 1'1 
ff'fo I Ak E 9.M II 
NOV 0 7 2011 









CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
T RANDALL, DEPUTY 
Plaintiff-Respondent, ORDER CONDITIONALLY 
DISMISSING APPEAL 
v. 
CHRISTOPHER ALLEN STONE, 
Supreme Court Docket No. 39299-2011 
Canyon County Docket No. 2010-25149 
Defendant-Appellant. 
The Appellant having failed to pay the necessary fee for preparation of the Clerk's 
Record on appeal as required by Idaho Appellate Rule 24(c) and fee for Reporter's Transcript, if 
requested, as required by Idaho Appellant Rule 27(c); therefore, good cause appearing; 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that this appeal be, and hereby is, CONDITIONALLY 
DISMISSED unless the required fees for preparation of the Clerk's Record and Reporter's 
Transcript are paid to the District Court Clerk or an Order is obtained from -the District Court 
providing for payment at county expense within twenty-one (21) days from the date of this Order. 
IT FURTHER IS ORDERED that this appeal is SUSPENDED until further notice. sr 
DATED this 31 ~ day of October 2011. 
cc: Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 
District Court Reporter 
District Judge Renae J. Hoff 
For the rupreme Court 
81tyk11 ~ 
Stephen W. Kenyo lerk 
0001.74 


























IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
















CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
CHRISTOPHER ALLEN STONE, 
Defendant-
Appellant. 
I, CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District Court of the Third Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Canyon, do hereby certify the following 
exhibits were used at the Motion to Suppress hearings: 
State's Exhibits: 
1-2 Interview of Chris Stone Admitted Sent 
Defendant's Exhibits: 
A Excerpts of Interrogation Admitted Sent 
B Curriculum Vitae Admitted Sent 
C Transcript Telephone Conversation Admitted Sent 
D Diagram Admitted Sent 
E Medical Records (Sealed As Ordered) Admitted Sent 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
000:175 
The following are also being sent as exhibits as requested in the Notice of Appeal: 
Presentence Investigation Report 
Ex Parte Motion, Affidavit of David Nevin, and Order Granting Access 
to Defendant, Filed 11-19-10 (Under Seal) 
Ex Parte Motion, Affidavit of David Nevin, and Order Granting Access 
to Defendant, Filed 3-23-11 (Under Seal) 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the saia Court at Caldwell, Idaho this ---""=-_ day -=--T'--=--' 2012. 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District 
Court of the Third Judicial 
District of the State of Idaho, 
in and tor the County of Canyon. 
I'lv I Deputy 
\/ 
0001.76 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 


















Case No. CR-10-25149*C 
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 
I, CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District Court of the Third Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Canyon, do hereby certify that the above and 
foregoing Record in the above entitled case was compiled and bound under my 
direction as, and is a true, full correct Record of the pleadings and documents under 
Rule 28 of the Idaho Appellate Rules, including specific documents as requested in the 
Notice of Appeal. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal 
of the said Court at Caldwell, Idaho this ----'----'_ day of ---l--'-+~--'--'---' 2012. 
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 
CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District 
Court of the Third Judicial 
District of the State of Idaho, 
fQr the County of Canyon. 
By: \ Deputy 
\ 
0001.77 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 


















Supreme Court No. 39299 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District Court of the Third Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Canyon, do hereby certify that I have 
personally served or had delivered by United State's Mail, postage prepaid, one copy 
of the Clerk's Record and one copy of the Reporter's Transcript to the attorney of record to 
each part.-y as follows: 
Dennis A. Benjamin, NEVIN BENJAMIN MCKAY & BARTLETT LLP, 
P.O. Box 2772, Boise, Idaho 83701 
Lawrence G. Wasden, Attorney General, Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83720 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal 
of the said Court at Caldwell, Idaho this _~_ day of --1---'-+'-'----'---'--, 2012. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District 
Court of the Third Judicial 
District of the State of Idaho 
III County of Canyon. 
By: Deputy 
000178 
